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Need not acquaint the World with the Occaſion of phtliſhing 
this Book 5 which indeed # extorted from me by the rude Cla- 
mours and unchriſtian Cenſures of ſome,and the earneſt Importu- 
nities of others. Jr | | Fs 
My taking the Oath of Allegiance to King William and 
-* _ Queen Mary, after ſo long a Refuſal, has occaſioned a great 
deal of. talk, and a ' gr many uncharitable gueſſes about it ; Fa- 
Hen and blind Zeal always wanting either the Wit, or the good Will, 
ro gueſt right. - —— | 
'One would have thought it the moſt probable Conjefture , That a 
Man, who bad Fefiiced all bu Preferments by refuſing the Oath, and 
bad for ever leſt them, had not the Government been more mild and 
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ſincerely in it ; and if ſo 5 That there is alſo good Reaſon to believe , 


gentle in delaying the Execution of the Law , afted wery ry” and 


'" that if the ſame. Perſon afterwards takes the Oath , he atts bo- 
neftly in that too: for what Reaſon there to ſuſpe# , that he , 
who would'not ſwear againſt the preſent perſwaſion of his Conſcience 
to keep his Preferments , ſhould ſwear againſt his Conſcience to ge 
| them again? 1 do: not know , that I have given any juſt Occaſi- 
on to the World to mark me out for a Diſhonefſt Man , or a 
Fool ; 1 may be miſtaken , and ſo may any Body elſe , though never 
ſo Wiſe and - honeſt: But thu I am ſure f; that I never ated 
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with mere ſincerity in, any fffair of my whole Life, than I bave 
e/ome in this - datter , from the beginning to .the end'; and whether 
. bave ſufficient Reaſon for what I do, I refer to the trial of this 
Di{courſe. | Ne EE Os. 
The So & , though I refuſed to take the Onths,, I never -enpa- © 
ged in any Fation againſt it : I never made it my Bijin:{s to 
diſſwade Mn from it : Wi:n my Opinion was aiked, I declared 
my own Thoughts, but I never ſorght out Men to make Proſelztes. 
IVaile I thousht-it an ill thing , I was ſecretly concerned , that 
feme of my old witimate Friends bad taken. the Oath; but yet as 
Opportunity ſeryzd, I converſed with thoſe of them, hoſe Zeal 
had nt made thuir Converſation unco/te', with the. fame Frignt|bi 
and Freedom , that 1 541 to _ I pj ris i a; 7 
Me:n, and that they acted honeſtly , - according to the perſwaſion 2) 
their. own Minds? andiwiſthd that” 1 could Revere, is they x 
1 complied with the Government, as far as 1 thought 1 could with a 
ſafe Conſcience : I always lrued quietly and peaceavly , and was rea- 
- ay to have given Security to do ſo. I prayed for King William and 
Queen Mary by Name, according to the Apoſtles direction , to pay 
for all that are in Authority, which they wiſibly were ; though I 
knew at the ſame time, this highly effended | ſome , who refuſed Fhe 
Oaths, and made me ſtand, in a manner, ſmply by my ſelf. © © © 
I always oppoſed a. Separation ,, and adviſed not a few , yo 
thought fit to conſult with me , to keep to: the Communion of The 
Church; and not to entertain Prejudices againſt their Miniſters ' for 
taking the Oath : for '1 was ſenſible of - the Evil and Miſchief of 
Schiſm, which ſome hot Men were then forward to promote, and are 
fo ftill; witneſs a late Pamphlet in Anſwer to The Reaſoning part 
of the Unreaſonableneſs of the New Separation, . which:juſtifies g 
Schiſm now, upon ſuch Principles, as would have made. all the. Jews 
Sciſmaticks, when the High PrieFthood became Annual (though our 
Saviour himſelf then communicated with the Jewiſh Church ) and 
makes the whole Greek Church Schiſmaticks, as often. as the Grand 


Senior changes their Patriarch. he TENG 
For I did, not refuſe the. Oaths out of any fondneſs for the Govern« 
ment of King Jaines, nor zeal for his Return; which , the preſent 
proſpect of affairs gives no Man,who loves the Church of England, and 
the Liberties of hu Country any reaſon to wiſh : Nor yet out of any Averſion 
to the Government of King William and Queen Mary: but againſt. my 
own Inclinations and Intereſt , out of pure Principles of Conſetence , 
fo 
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owe to their Prince , which 1 then apprehended: irreconcilecble 
with the new Oath. - © | | 

- -Thas was a diſpoſition of Mind prepared to receive ſotuſaGim , 
when ever. it was offered ; and to comply chearfully with the. preſent 
Government , whin ever 1 could do it with @ ſofe Conſcience, I 
prayed beartily to God, that if I were in a mitake , be would It 
me ſee it ; that I might not forfeit "the, Exerciſe of my Miniſtry , 
for a meer miſtake: and I thank God, T have received that ſatista- 
Hon which 1 deſired ; and if any Man can ſhew me, that the Prin- 
ciples 1 att on are falſe , uncertain, or precariouw, and ſuch as cannos 
reaſonably ſatufie an honeſt and mbiaſſed Mind , I will confeſs, that 
.my defire of ſatufaction has ſecretly, and inſcnſibly diſtorted my Jude- 
ment, though I'took all poſſible care that it ſhould not. 

I find, the general Cry and Expectation ws, that I ſhould give my 
Reaſons ; though why I ſhould be more obliged to give my Reaſons for 
Swearing, than I was for not Swearing, I cannot tell, a 

Some ſeem wery fond of thu , upon a preſumpticn that I can -ſay 
nothing, bur what” they can eaſily Anſwer ; and that will ſerve to 
expoſe Me, and the Cauſe together: 1 bawe for once gratificd theſe 
Men, that they may have the opportunity to ſhew their 5kill. | 

Others., who are wery well ſatisfied themſelyes, hawe yet a Cu- 
riaſity to know what ſatufied me , - who have been ſo Img dif 
ſatusfied. But this was no jutt Occaſiom to write Reaſons 4 for 
if Reaſons were never ſo plentiful with me, I can hardly think 
it worth the while to write a Book t0 pratifie a- meer Curts- 
iy. | | 
* bere are others, who are Sill diſſatufied about the Oaths , 
and, are deſirous to try, Whether thty can find that. (arufattion , 
which I have . done. This, I conlS, is a good Rea'm , which 
may in Charity oblige. me 5. and how  ba%ardoans an Attempt {o- 
ever it be; my Duty to God ,, and to his Church , ond to the 
Government, as well as Charity ro my Brethren, ſeem to re- 

uire it , when it is defired , and exadted from me: and I hope 
juach ' Men. will conſider tca , what is their Duty , as they will 
- anſwer it to God, and ro therr own Cen(ciences ; 'to read what 
I bawe written for ther ſakes, caretuily, and with - an boneff 
Mind ; aud to- judge 'impariially 5 and. whatevcr the. Effett be, to 
take ut kindly. | Kt 
A 2 Bt 
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to: on” with the Oblig ations of 'myformer Oaths,and that Duty which 
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But there. « another Motive has prevailed with me, more than all 
the reſt: We live in an Age of great Prophaneneſs and Infidelity., 
which z ready to take all occaſions to reproach Religion, and expoſe 
it, as a Cheat and Impoſture, and to neglefF. no Opportunity to 
blacken the Clergy, as men of no Faith nor Religion themſeloes, though 
they make a great noiſe about it to ſerve their own Intereſts : And 
the general compliance of the Clergy in taking | this New Qath, hath. 
been improved by men of ths Spirit to wery ill purpoſes : And not: 
only fo, but ſome very Devout Chriſtians bawe been preatly ſcanda- 
lized and offended at it : And others, who ſhould bave underſtood 
better, and checked thu ill Temper, which is of ſuch dangerous Con- 
ſequence to Religion in general, have given too much countenance to 
it, and have ſeemed. too much pleaſed, to ſee and hear all the Clergy 
that have taken this Oath, expoſed to Contempt 5; as if, when the 
- great Body of the Clergy # ridiculed and expoſed, the Credit. of Re- 
ligion could be ſupported only by ſome few men, who refuſe the 
Oath. Many of them indeed, to my knowledge, are wery great \and 
excellent Perſons, whom I do from my beart Honour and Reverence, 
and whoni I hope, and heartily pray, God will Yeſtore again "to the 
Miniſtry of his Church : Tet I ſhould be wery ſorry ( and ſo I am 
ſure, would they) that the Church and Religion ſhould be reduced 
ſo low, as to be confined to their numbers ; and have no firmer bot- 
tom to reſt on than their Reputation, which though-it be deſervedly 
great, cannot bear the whole weight of the Church and Religion... 

It is time to give check to ſuch unchriſtian Cenſares, if we have 
'gny regard to our common Chriſtianity : And ſince ſome little Wri- 
ters among them (who are too head ſtrong to be governed by wiſer 
men) engroſ the Ghurch and Religion to themſelves: 3 and repreſent 
all who have taken the Oaths, efpecially the Clergy, as Apoſtates, 
at leaſt from the Church of England, if not from. the Chriſtian 
Faith ; it is neceſſary to convince all ſober Chriſtians, that wen may 
ſwear Allegiance to King William and Queen Mary without Per- 
Jury, and without renouncing any Principles of the Church of Eng- 
land ; nay, that the Dofrine of the Church of England requires ws - 
to do fo: Aud I hope, if this. appear , their Zeal for the Church 
of England, if no other Conſideration can prevail, with them, will 
oblige them alſo to do it. 

But it ſeems, it will not ſerve my turn to offer ſuch Reaſons, as 
will juſtifie my compliance now , unleſs I can give a good Reaſon, 
why I did not take the Oaths before ; that is, I muſt give ſuch 

h | Reaſons 
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Reaſons, as will equally prove, that no man ought to have taken © 

the-Oaths before, and that” they ought to take them now. 
Theſe are very hard Tack: Maſters, and no doubt, have wery kind 


Defigns in it, to draw me in to provoke the Government by a need- 


lef Juſtification of my ſelf, as to what is paſt ; which can ſerve no - 


other end, but a little Vain-glory, that I would not be thought ca- 
' pable of a miſtake; and left the Non-ſwearers ſhould not be Match 
- enough for me, 1 muſt Proclaim War, and bid open Defiance to all 
that have taken this Oath ; and prove, that they ought not to have 
{worn before I did, but were obliged to do it the wery next minute. 
But what now, if nothing of all this be neceſſary? What if I was 
wot {o well ſatisfied about this matter before, as I am now? Is any 
man forbidden to grow wiſer, and upon a careful and thorough-exa- 
mination of things, to alter bis mind, when he ſees good reaſon-for it ? 
I am not aſhamed ts own, that | am ſtill a Learner ; and hope, 1 ſhall _ 
be. ſo, as long as I live, and improve my Knowledge every day by 
Study and Converſation. ; 
| Sa that without producing the Reaſons of my diſſatisfaFion before, 
or being obliged to. anſwer them, having never. made them Publick, 1 
think u wery fair to give a (atiefatfory Reaſon now, for my taking of 
this Oath-; boping, that what hath ſatisfied me, may bave the ſame. 
effett upon ſome others, that will have ;he patience impartially to conſider 


#.. ; 
'- I had indeed ſome of theſe Thoughts long ſince, -which 1 drew up 
in Writing, "and ſhewed to ſame of my Friends, and diſcourſed with 
others about them, and tcld them where 1 ſtuck: but ſtick I did, and 
could find no help for it ; and there I bad ſtuck to this day, had 1 
»ot been relieved by Biſhop Overal's Convocation-Book , which not 
only confirmed my former Notions, and ſupggefted ſome new- thought s 
ro me, which removed thoſe Difficulties, which I could not before Con- 
guer ; but alſo by the Venerable Authority of a Cowocation, geve me 
greater freedom-and liberty of thinking, which the appreben{ions of Ne- 
wvelty and Singularity bad cramped before. 
Thus, Reader, I have made Thee my Confeſſor, and diclared my 
whole Heart to Thee, as to this Matter ; and now judge of me,. as 
Thou wouldſt be judged by God ano:ber day. 

I muſt add. one thing more: That I bave renqunced no Principle 


that ever I taught, excepting one in The Caſe of Reſiſtance, which F-12880 


is the only material Paſſage I know any reaſon to retratt-in that Book, 
Viz. That when St. Paul ſays, All power is of God, he means my 
Lega 
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Legal Powers.z but that in an Hereditary, Monarchy," awbere the" right 
Heir is living, Uſurped Powers are not\ef : God, .nor the Ordinance'of 
God ; 1 as I proved by the Example of. Joaſh : The Reaſon and the 
Example you will find ſufficiently anſwered in the felowing Diſcourſe, 
and the DoFrine it ſelf rejefted by the Convocation ; though ut has © 


= 


been of late years (o prevailing a miſtake, and' impoſed .by ſuch great 


Anthorities, that ut is very pardonable, eſpecially when it is ſo freely 


' acknowledged : Though the truth is, I think ſtill it is very true, as to 


the Caſe I then had in my Eye, viz. The Uſurpations of the Rump 
Parliament, 8c. but the fault is, that it is too generally expreſſed. 

In managing this Argument upon the Principles I have laid down, 
it is neceſſary to reaſon upon the Suppoſition of unjuſt Uſurpations, and 
Illegal Revolutions of State 5 and it may be I may meet with ſome ſuch 
Readers, as may charge me for jo doing with Refleding upon the pre- 
ſent Government , which 1 am wery ſure, 1 am far from intending to 
do, And they who underſtand what belongs to Diſputes of this Na- 


ture, know wery well that the ſhorteſk way to bring the matter to an 


- iſſue, is to put the Caſe at the worſt. that can be ſuppoſed ; becauſe 
. this gives jo much the greater force and advantage to the Argument, 


when it is ſuited to thoſe, who are moſt ſtrongly prejudiced againſs. the 
Legality of the late Revolution : For ſuppoſing, but not granting, them 
z0 be in the right in this matter, I doubt not to make it appear, that 
it is for all that their Duty to ſwear Allegiance to the pre/ent Govern- 
ment, when required ſo to do: And this being clearly proved, it be- 
comes altogether needleſs to debate the Legality of the late Revolution. 
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THAT which has perplexed this Controverſie, is the 
: | Hearign g the Diſpute of * Right with the Duty of 

iF- - * Obe4ienee, or making the Legal Right bf Princes cotheir \. 
ES CD Thrones the only Reaſbn and Foundation. of :be Alle- 


giance of Subjects : Thar X Altegiance is due only to Right, not to | 


Government, though it can be paid only to Government. Many 

of 'thole who ng writ'in defonce of * the Naw Oath, ' have fup- 
ole this, that a Legal Right, is necellary to make Allegiance 

dirs" and- therefore have en nd aig to” juſtific the Legal ighc 
__— | of "Their prefenc Miajeftics:'Fhis: 451 in e:ſhewn 1 it to be unne- 
_ ceffary; fo it ſeems to me to be unfit 'to difpite the Right of 
"raged, ; a thing which no Government can permit to be a Que- 
on among their SubjeRs: And how well ſogver ſuch Diſputes 
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may be intended, they are certainly needleſs In-this Cauſe, and 
ſerve only to confound. it, by carrying meni.nto-fuch.dark La- 
byriaths of Law and Hiſtory, &c.. as. very few know how-to 
find their way out of again: And therefore I ſhall not meddle 
with this Diſpute, as being both,above-me, and nothing' tomy 
preſent purpoſe. ' - FH IK - _=_ 
And on the other hand; thoſe alſo, who refuſe the New Qath, 
go wholly upon thisPrinciple, That Allegiance is due obffy ta 
Legal Right. And take away that, and you remove all the dif 
ficulties they labour under. They think,*that a rightful Pringe 
only-has Right to our Allegiance. That though he be difpoſſe(- _ 
ſed-of his Throne, -if eyer he bad Right to it, he has Righe {till ; 
and therefore our Duty is ſtill bwing-to-Bim, and to no other ; - 
and our Oaths of Allegiance to him ſtill bind us: and that no 
ether Prince, who aſcends the Throne 'without a Legal Right, 
has Right"co our Allegiance; and that to {wear Allegiance to. 
him, while we are under the Obſigation of a former Oath to - 
our rightful Prince, is Perjury. 4 i ©} | 6 
As tar as I know, this is the. ſum of all that can be ſaid in 
this Cauſe ;, Allowing theſe Principless,t iq wo wy con 


fie ſuch men; but by juſtifying the Liegabcy! of . the lace Revol 


tion. But though many things are” faid, : which  niay make 
men much more modeſt in the point than ſome are ; yet to 
. judge truly of this requires ſach perfect Skill in Law and Hi- 
ſtory, und the Conſfticution ' of the: Emg/iſh Government, that 
few men are capable of making fo plain and certain a judg- 
- ment of it, as to be a clear and ſafe. Rule of Conſcience.  - 
But if the Principle be falſe, there is an end of the Diſpute : 
And Subjeats haye a plain Rule of Duty without underſtanding 
Laws and Politicks, the Intrigues of Government, the Revyolu- 
tions of States, the Diſputes of Princes ;. which I am-ſure is/both 
_ for the ſecurity of Goyernments and Subjets... . obs 
If then Allegiance be due, .not for-the ſake of . Legal Right, 
but Government, | 
If Allegiance be due, not to,.bar2 Legal Right, but to the 
ART of God... ov 5 fon (4g "ot 
If God, when he. ſees. fit, and can better . ſerve the ends of 
his Providence by it ,. ſets up Kings wichour any , regard to Legal 


Right, or Humane Laws. | 
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IT if ks by God | Au livoſted with Gods Autho. 
| be [which mauſtbe bo not —_— for wrath, but alſo for 
* WY 00900773 914.29 Of S018. 2. 

-Af./thefs:Prindiptes  be/true,, In is: plaity,- .thae/ Sybjocy" aro 
bound to-obey;/candito pay ahd; {wear Allegiance (if it be requi- 
red):to: thofePrinces whom God hath placed and ſettled in the 
Throhe, >whatever Diſputes there may be about their legal Right, 

wheaahep are inveſted with-God's' Au 
:; And then'it: is: plaing' that our old: Allegiance and old Oaths , 
2. at an end;! wir Goddas for over'us:a new King : : forwhen 
God'transfers Kingdoms;-and” cli our Obzdience and Alle- 
.giafice'to' a'new wig; he nece transfers our Allegiance , 
tO, | -!;, 
This: Scheme of 7 viocatenia may ſartle'ſome men -at firſt, 
befare: tlicy- have welt conſidered! it. But every One at- firſt 
ſight-muſt acknowledge ,'that- it is fo -much for” the caſe and 
- ſafety'iof Sabjefts' in *all:Revolations (which. very frequently 
) what. the. generality: -of Mankind, from an inward 
. | principle of Self-preſervation , have always done; and will al- 
oy do; that they havereaſon. to with it” (& be true , and to be 

o:1ee it. welkproved- 
7 this: I ſhall: endeavour to px fins the Authority: of 
<crightrs and Reaſon ; and that 'L may. not: appear to be ſin- 
gular in.it ,:and- to advance Paradoxes, I ſhall prove it Viike- 
wiſe from the Dodtrine and PORES of the Church of Eng- ' 
end. 4 


44S 


"3.5 


. P 
 —— —— — = = — 


SECT. II. 


71 = DoBtrine of the Church of England in this Point, as 'it 
> is Raagghs in m_ Overal s Convocation Book. 


T Shall begin with the Doarine of the Church of England, not 
that T\equal, much-lefs prefer ir; before the Scripture; but 
becauſe ſome, who refuſe the Oath, lay great ſtrefs on ic , and 
upon this ſcore charge their Brethren with no leſs then Apdftaſie 
from the Church ;' and-poſſibly-when ſuch a verierable Authority 
' ſtands inthe Front, it will proginry x kinder Recep on for che 
Reaſons, which follow, | | 
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Page 57. 


Gol Power ha rowns athale'Þ, Giples; | Senouriceithe 

F DR fi Buglabd: 'But thechas.withab taught, 
; $I _— Princes recdive theiv. Powes: and Alutotity: 
from: 3a and therefore every: Prince;,; who: is fetled inthe 
hrone,is - be obeyedant, reverenced as God's: Minifter;and nor | 


to be retified 3;: which) diretsus what toxdorin/all Revolitions of 


vernmertt,. when. once they tops thoſe: 


| _ refuſe t0.pay.and:fivear; Allegiance to rfuch! Princes, wtiom” 


God. has! placed in-chie, Throtie:,| whatever: their - bes 
do as much reje& the Do&riue of the Church of Englndas thoſe: 
wha teach:ths Reſiſtance. of -Princes.”:.;1:5- 

\\For.zhe proof, of: which, I: © Biſhip: Ovenals/Qhamede 
tion; Book, Whigh cdntains theiA&tsand, Ganons-of the Convoca:! 

begartin;the fiſt-Yearof Kihg Fame Li 6o3iand cominty' 
by jouraments and Prorogations to 1670. under Archbiſhop 
Bangrof+, 'a-wiſs and learned man. - : 

.In Chapt. = the: Convocarior: having given anAccount of -che 
various and irregular Revolutions of ernment, brought a-' 
bout. by. the Providenceof God; '*© who-for thei ſins F{ogves, any. Nati- 
* an of Connery; alterech. their Governments \and Governoutrs;, 
© transferreth, <treth up, and beſtowerh:Kingdoms, as. ieleemeth. 


. © beſt ta his heavenly Siſdom they add theſe remarkable words; 


And when having attained their ungodly deſires ( whether dns: 
- Kings, by bringing aziy Country into their Subjettion; or diſloyal -Sub- 
jetts;-by their rebellious? riſing again#t thei Natural Sovergigns ) they 
have eftabliſhed any of the jame degenerate Forms of Government a- 
mong their People ; the Authority either ſo unjuſtly gotten , or wrung 
by. force from , ho and lawful  Poſſeſſor , being always | God's An-" 
thority (and t erefore receiving, 110 Impeachment by « the. wickedneſs. 'Z 
thoſe that have it) # ever ( when any ſuch Alterations are throu 
N ſettled) :to hergeverenced and abeyae yand the People: of | all 7 
(as. avell.of | the Clergy, as of the Laity). are to 'be ſubject -unto it, not. 
only for wrath, but alſo for conſcience ſake. 

In Car. 28. where this Do&rine is decreed, they. take care to- 
| condemn all thoſe wicked means. whereby ſach. Changes of Go- 
veraments are made, and yet. to affert;,, That, whenever ſuch 
Changes are made, the Authority is Gods, and; mult be obeyed; 


 * If any man cherefore _—_ afficm,either that the Subjeds, when 


1 *they | 
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| ok& of their Obttience totheir Sove, 
ſale off ittie Y ok& of their Obttlience tatheir Soveraigns, 
. * * — : / - py ” . 


* and ſer up a _Fdtm\' of Governmenc/arhong; themſgkves;, after 
©* xhidir "nt; | RK hot ehotenh hops Mora, a it 
*:35 ldvfubforany borderin Kirigs, chrough Ambirion and” Ma. 
* foe} *to-ivvatle their Neighbours : or thar the Providence; and. 
Goodies df God jin/uſttig of Reblllians and Oppreſlions againſt, 


*% 2ryKigg or Country; doch aicigate or qualific the Offences of 
ec i of Rebels ob cpprefiiig Sings : or that when -_ Ph 
. <new Forms of: Government, begun: by.” Rebellion, "afid after 
© throughly-fercked,;the Authority in them is not of Got] : or chat 
«any; Who live" within the Terricories.of ſuch new Governments, 
< arexrfor bound't& be ſubjeA"to God's Authority, which is there 


« executed, but may rebeFagainſt:theſame:* or. that the Jews in - 


WL oy of Bobylon thight lawfully, for any. Cauſe, have taken 

*Armsagainſt-any of thoſe Kings, or have offered any violence to 
*-theirPerfons, he-doth-greatly err. © -- 1s 
© - Men may difpute any thing, bug I know not how it was poſ- 
ſible for the Convecation to exprels their ſenſe plainet', that all 
uſurped: Powers ; when toogily ſectled /, have God's: Au- 
- thority.;; and” muſt" be obeyed: S9" that here are the Two 


great Points - determined , whereon this whole Controvyerſie . 


corns.” AUNEE | ET 
' x; That thoſe Princes,who: have no legal right to.their Thrones, ; 
may yet have God's Authority, __. EL ary 
- 2, That when they are. throughly ſettled in clieir, Thrones, 
they are inveſted with ' God's' Authority , and mult he reveren- 
ced and obeyed by'all, who live within their [Territories] and 
Dominions, as well Prieſts ,-as People: If theſe Propoſitions be 
true;” it is 2a plain Reſolution of the Caſe ; that if it ſhould at any 
time happen, that the rightful Pringe ſhould be driven out. of 
hisKingdom, and another Prince placed. in his Throne , and 
ſettled in'the-full Adminiſtration of Government, Subjes not on- 
by may, .but muſt for conſcience ſake, and out of reverence to the 

authority of God, with which ſuch a Prince is inveſted, pay all 
the Daty and Allegiance of Subje&ts to him. 

As' for the firſt, the Caſe. is plain, that the Convocation 
ſpeaks of illegal and uſurped Powers, and yet affirmsthaz the Au- 
thority exercifed by them, is God's Authority, and therefore thoſe 
Princes, who have no legal right,may have God's Authority : the 
words of the Canon are' very plain and expreſs, ahd- yet if any 


 man' deſires further fatisfa&tion , that this was the Judgment of 


4 the 


5 


AdVancing::: 


the 
| Page 53- Su 


id 
Paget 51. 


s againſt the Kings, whoſe Subjefts they-were, thi 
were L cit And Wear it bad 6 bg Bak lawful for Ehyd to have 
illed King Eglon ,» bad he not beets firſt made by God the Fudge, Princes 
and Ruler of the People. _ ntemnanaly - cniod ic 359 
'The like, we ſee, they teach of the Kings of Egypr and Babylon,, 
who neyer had a Legal and Natural Right to Govern-{ſrael ;, and 
the like they affirm'of the Four Monarchtes, which were all violent 
Uſurpations-;. and the Principle they ground, this op, plainly @x- 
| tends co all, Kings .and* Soveraign Princes : That God; .and, his. 
"Ch. 35- Son Jeſns Chriſt, ho & the. Univerſal Lord and:Ruler over all the. 
P48! 83:  Whrid; does remove and-ſet up Kings, as will beſt ſerve.che. Ends. 
' Fer. 27. 5. Of his wiſe Proyidence. Thave made (ſaith he) the Earth, the Man, 
and+be Beaſts that are upon the ground, and have given it towhomit 
pleaſeth me. And again, the Prophet Damiel telleth. us, That ;Gog: 
changeth the. Times and the Seaſons, that he: hath Power,. and beateth 
4 Das. 17. Rule over the Kingdoms of Men : that be taketh, away Kings, and.ſet- 
32. _reth up Kings 5 and that it was the God of | Heaven,. who gavertunto. 
2 Dan. 37. Nebuchatinez%ar {0 great a Kingdayn, Power, Strength, and Glory, -as, 
tg then be bad, to Rule with Majefty and Honour a wery great Empire :- 
" tn reſpeft whereof, although Kings and Princes might have been. ſatifir. 
ed with the Titles of Lienteneati, or Vicegerents on, Earth, to the;Son of: 
| God; yet be did commiriicate and impart ſa maco of . bis. Power,  Au- 
tbority, and Dignity unto them , as be was content to ftile them with 
bis own Name ; I have ſaid ye are Gods, and the Children of a 
mos 
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gh wperaign Powers, &c. 
High: © And: therefore. we'may obſerve, there is no Duty 
as ſuch, owe tothe: moſt Legal and Rightful Kings, but 
the Conyucation aflerts due to all Kings, "whom God hath placed. 
ir: the Throne, by what viſible.means foever they obtained it : as 
ro, obey-.and ſubmit to them,*inot to reſiſt them, norrebel againſt 
chem;.t6.pay..all Cuſtoms and Taxes, to pray for them, nay, to 
ſwear Allegiance to'them, if ic be required. | CEGY 
Thus: they. teach: with reſpe&-to Alexander (and I think any 
Prince: who gets the Throne, may pretend as much Right co it, 
as.he).: If avy Man therefore ſhall affirm, either that the Fews, gene- Can. 31. 
_ rally, both Prigſhs and People, were not the Subjects of Alexander, af- P98* 67. 
" ter bis Authority was ſetled amongſt them, as they had been before the 
Subjects of the Kings of Babylon and Perlia ; or that they might law- 
fully have born Arms againit him ; or that they were not all bound to 
pray. for the long Life and Profperity, both of Alexander, and bu Em- 
gire, as they bad been before to pray for the Life and Proſperity of the 
other ſaid Kings, and their Kingdoms, while they lived under their 
Subjedion :. or conſequently, that they might lawfully, upon any occaſs* 
on' whatſoever ;, have offered Violence ant Deftruttion, either to their 
Perſons, or to their Kingdoms, &Cc. he doth greatly err. . © 
Thus Cay. 33. they: teach, That whoever affirms, That the Page 73. 
Fews were not bound, both to have paid their Tribute, and to have 
prayed for” Galar without diſſmulation, ſincerely and truly, notwith-- 
ſtanding. any pretence of Tyrammy; which they had wilfully drawn upon 
their own beads, or of any cauſe. whatſoever 5 or that ſuch as curſed: 
Cwzlar, (their cbief Gavernour): did not thereby deſerve any corporal. 
puniſhment, which # due to be infliftted upon ſach Traitors ; _or that 
the Rebellion again#F Any King, Abſolute Prince, or Civil Magiſtrate, 
for any cauſe whatſoever, is not a ſin deteſtable in the ſa bt of God, &c. 
he: doth greatly err. 2, , | 
Chapter 34, they condemn the Phariſees, who when Herod upoB ppt ng. 
occaſion cauſed bu-Subje&s to bind themſelves by Oath; Quid non deceſ- 
ſurt eſſent & fide & officio, refuſed: to take that Oath. And'in their 
34th Canon they teach : That if any Man affirm, That the Phari- Pag! 92, 
ſees im refuſmng to bind. their Allegiance and Faith to. Car, by an Oath, - 
did not thereby ſhew themſelves traiterouſly affefted towards him (which 
evidently is not true of all, who may refaſe-\nch Oath, but the 
iatention is only to condemn ſuch a: refuſal); or that it was not- 
a. ſeditious Dofrine To. refu': all. Taxations impoled by tbe-Ro- 
-muans,their lawful Magiſtrates and.rather to rebel than to pay any Tri-- 
bute to them, &Cc. he duth greath err.” 
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. In the Caſe of Faddwi Fearing; Allegiante | 1o\Darigh). they 


Car. 30, condemn thoſe, wha ſay; ZherJaddus! rhe High-Prief did awif i : 


page 65. 


yet in-the very next Cano, which 


bindin hy Allegiance to King Daxius:by.Ozth, . or -that ht: bad 'not fu: 


ned, if hebad refuſed (beingithereunto poke ) to bave fworn.” Arid 
| | | : haye-already!quored, they 
teach, That: both Prieſ +. and: People: (and therefore. F4ddus him-. 
ſelf) becameas much the Subjeds of 4/exarider, as 'they had been 
of. Derivs:; 'and:then. according tothis:Doftrine;if Alexander had 
required an Oath.of Allegiance from Faddar, (as it is probable he 
did) Faddus had ſinned, if he had refuſed that Oath, though 
according to allthe Circumſtances of the Story, Nygras was then 
living, to whem Faddus had before fworn Allegiante. = 
.. But jt will be objected againſt this, "that the:Copvocation. takes 
notice of that Anſwer Faddus gave to Alexander," when he fenitto 
him from Tyre, after the Overthroaw of Darius, That be ſhould af* 
bim in bis Wars, and become Tributary to the Macedonians, as 
he had been to the Perſians : He returned for bis Anſwer, That he might 
not Jield:to this, becauſe he had taken an Oath for his true Allegiance to 
Darius; -which he might nat lawfully viclate, while Darius lived, be- © 
ing by flight eſcaped, whes bis Army way diſcormfited. | But we may 
oblerye; thar the Convocation 'in their Canon upbn it, 'takes'no 
natice,. that Faddus having {worn to  Darizs, could not ſubmir, 
or {wear to any. other Prince, while Darizs lived ; andit is plain, 
Faiddus himſelf didnor mean this-by it, for he immediately fab- 
mitted-to'dlexarider, as ſoon as he came to Fernfalem, before he 


-had given the.laſt- fatal Overthrow to Darius,when: Darius int his 


flight was murdered .by 'his own Servants. The-meaning therr 
of Faddus's Anſwer to Alexander, was'no more but this: That he 
baving [worn Allegiance to Darizs,: could not makea voluntary 
dedition of himſelf to Alexander, which was the thing defired ; 


-but when he was in Alexander's Power, (which made it a marcer 
-of force,. not of his own choice) he made no'ſcruple toſubmirto 


Alexander, . and become his Subject and Tributary ; as he forther- 


1y -was the ſworn Subject of Darius. © 


- This, :I think, ſufficiently proves the firſt thing, that this Con- 
wocatian taught, that Princes, who have no Legal Righto their 
Thrones, when they are placed there by: God , are inveſted 
with God's'Authority,-and muſt be reverenced and obeyed by _ 


all Subjedts, in as tull a manher, as any other the \moſt legal 


and\righctul Prince can challenge, 
> £ 241), 


. .- due to Sovereign Powers, &c. 
-:adh, [The only Eaky then is, what the Convocation'tneans 
'the Government's being throgghly ſetled. A Prince, who is 
roughly ſertled in his Throne, -. has God's Authority, and muſt 
| be obeyed; but when is his Government throughly ſetled ? 
. Now here it is, that men may impoſe upon themſelves, if they 
will, and if they think ic their Intereſt to do ſo; and may make 
\ -& little or as much go-to a through ſettlement, as they pleaſe ; 
for the Convocation has not determined - the bounds of it: they 
thought this a viſible thing , that every Subje& could (ee, when 
the Cone is ſo ſetled, as to make our Obedience due and 
neceſſary, Md therefore there was no need of defining, what 
it is to be throughly ſerled ; - When the whole adminiſtration 
of Government, and the whole power of the Nation is in the 
hands of the Prince; when every thing is done in his Name, 
and by his Authority ;-when the Eſtates of the Realm, and the 
great Body of the Nation has ſubmitted*to him, and thoſe who 
will not ſubmit, can be cruſhed by him, when ever he pleaſes ; 
if this be not a ſerled Government, I deſpair of ever knowing 
What it is; for there is no Government in the World ſo ſetled, 
but that: by ſome unſeen Accident ,-, or by greater Force and 
Power, it maybe unſecled ; and in this ſEnſe it is impoſlible ever 
to know, when a Gavernment is ſetled ; for no Goverment is, or 
catt be thus ſetled againſt all events : bat then the Government 
is viſbly ferled,. when the Prince .has the full and perfet Admi- 
niſtration of all Afairs relating to his Kingdom. | 
But if the general ſubmiflion of the People ſettle a Govern- 
ment, I am ſure, that is eaſily enough known, when a Nation 
- - has ſubmitted to a Prince; but this will not be-allowed us, chat 
- © the ſubmiſſion of the People ſettles the Government, unleſs the 
Ef Prince, who has the Right to Gawern,. ſubmir alſo; bur I would 
ow. gladly. hear- a good Reaſon for this : . The. ſubmiflion of the 
| - Prince indeed may be thought neceſlary to transfer a. Legal 
- Right; but 'the ſubmiſſion of the People, of. it ſelf, is ſuffici- 
ent to ſettle a Government, and when .t is ſecled, then it is the 
Authoricy of God, whatever the Humane Right be. | 
; _ This Lcake co be the true ſenſe.of this Convocation concern- 
| ing Obedience to. Sovereign Powers, all Sovereign Powers , 
| whoſe Power and Goverment is throaghly ſerled, muſt be obeyed, 
whatever their Legal Right be; - for. they have the Authority 
. of God, to which our Obedience and Subje&ion is due, and 
that ſuperſedes all further _—_ This is a g = 
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from Auchoricy, and as good Authority as can be urged 46 the 


Members of the Church: of | England ; for if' a Convocation catts' 


not declace the Judgment of the Church of England, I know 
TN $6: woe nnhyroqum any, hae +-hink£ 
 Bue I will not r u thoricy, but' I think fo 
great-an Authority, if 4 py eboorne judgment, ought 
atleaſt to make us more carefully and impartially to examine 
the Reaſons of things, and to deliver us from the Tyranny _. 
of Przpoſſeflion and Prejudice ; and to that I proceed. 
a 


a 


” 


SECT. IL. 


| . The Teſtimony of Scripture and Reaſon in this matter, 


"Hat-which we are to prove, is, That all, Sovereign Princes, 

' who are ſetled in their Thrones, are placed there by God, 

and inveſted with his Authoricy, and therefore muſt be obeyed 
by all Subjects, as the Miniſters of God, without enquiring into | 
their Legal Right and Title to the Throne: The Prooks of 'this 


from Scripture and Reaſon muſt neceſſarily be- imtermixe and 


interwoven with each other ; and to ſet this matter in as clear / 
a Light as I can, I ſhall reduce the whole into fome plainPro- 


Poſitions. 


Prop. 1. That all Civil Power and Authority is from God; ' 
for he is the Supreme Lord of the World, and has the ſole Righe 
to Govern his Creatures, and-therefore no man cat have any 
Authority: but -from'God ::this will be readily acknowledged by 
all, who believe, that there 'is a God, and' that he made and 


. governs the. World. 


Prop; 2- That Civil Power and Authority is no otherwiſe from 
God, then as. he gives this Power and Authority to ſome pat- 
ticular Perſon or Perſons, to Govern others : For Authority! be- 

any 


IF 
Perſon exerciſes, is not from God, which God- never” gave him * 
If he' Governs without receiving -his'Perfonal Authority-from 
God, he. Governs without God's Authority. , Ss 
«C © 'I take 
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(. fer is {aid to. be of God, becauſe God has inſtituted Civil Au- 


calves it from God. | 2 
t what they mean by the Infticution of Civil Authority, 


I cannot tell, unlef ic be, that God intended, that Mankind - 
ſhould live under Government :- but this does not prove, that 


all Power-and Authority is from God, unleſs thoſe, who EXCr- 
- Giſe this Authority, receive ic from God: And it is plain, that 


St. Paul, 13 Rom. 1. by the: Higher Powers, and al [ou means 


| 2 
thoſe, who exercile this Supreme Power, that all ſuch Soveraign 
Princes are ſet up by God, and receive their Authority from 
*him ; they are the Rulers, v. 3. the Miniſfterr of God, who bear 
the Sword, v. 4. and in St. Peter, the King as Supreme, 1 Pet. 2. 


oth I | 
- Prop. 3. There are but three ways whereby God gives this © 


Power and Authoricy to any Perſons : Either by Nature, or .by 
an expreſs Nomination, or by the diſpoſals of Providence. 
& I Nacuce: Parents have a Natural Superiority over their 


ren, and are their Lords and Governours too: This was 


the ficſt Government in the World, and is the only Natural Au- 

thority ; for in propriety of ſpeaking, there is no Natural Prince 

- but a Father. t by what bounds this pateraal-and Patriarchal 

Authority. was limiced, we cannot tell ; how the excent of their 

'. power, was ſtinted, and where new Families, and new Govern- 
ments began; and itis in vain for us to enquire after ic now. 

' By a particular Nomination : God made Kings only in Fewry, 
and entailed the Kingdom of Fudab upon David's Polterity : and 
after the Diviſion of the Ten Tribes from the Kingdom of Fudah, 
by expreſs Nomination ſet Feroboam and Febu over the Kingdom 
of Ifrach. Lear | | 

Br God ruled in all che other Kingdoms of che Warld, as well 
\as in Fewry, and all other Kings ruled by God's Authority, as 
well 2s the Kings of Fudah and Irael, who were advanced by 
his Command ;- For the moſt bigh ruleth jn the Kingdom of, men, 
end giveth it to whomſoever he will, and. ſetteth up over it the baſe(t 


of men, 4 Dan. 17. It was the God of Heaven, that gave Ne- - 


bachadnezzar a Kingdom, Power, and Strength, and Glory. It s 
hz, that hangers Fame and ſeaſons, that removeth Kings, and ſetteth 
up Kings, 2 Dan. 21..37.. and the Prophecy. of the four. Monar- 
chies is a demonſtration of it. | 


C 2 — Buc 


| notice of this to-prevent a common Evaſion, that all 
ty.z not that every one, who exerciſes this Authority, re-. - 


' The Caſo of the Allegiance” - 
" But now God governs the teſt of the world , removerh*King' 
and (ettech up Kings, only by his Providence; that'is, chen God => 
ſets up a King, when by his Providence he advances him to the 
Throne, and puts the Soveraign Authority into his hands; thehe 
removerh a King, when by his Providence he thruſts him from his 
Throne, andtakes the Government out of his hands: *for. Provi- 
dence is God's Government of the world by att inviſible influence 
and power, whereby he. direds, derermines, over-rules all Events 
to the accompliſhment of his own. Will 'and Counſel; in diſtin&ion 
from his more vilibte Goverament by his Oracles atid Prophers,or the 
expreſs ſignifications of his Will,as he in former Ages governed 1: 
FRG  -: | 
' Nor does it make any difference in this Caſe to diſtinguiſh 'be- 
eween what God permits, and what he does ; for this diſtin&tisn 
does not relate tothe Events of things, but to the wickedneſs of 
men ; which is the oaly. reaſon for this diftinion ;' for the Scrip- 
ture never ſpeaks of God's bare permiſſion of any Events,but makes 
him the Auchor of all che good or evil which happens either to 
private perſons, or publick Societies. The Events of all things are 
in his hands, and are'ordered'and difpoſed by his Will and Coun- 
ſet, as they muſt be if God governs the world: but God cannot be 
the Authar of any wickedneſs,cannot inſpiremen with any wick- 
ed counfels or defigns,: nor incline their wills co the commillion' of 
it, and therefofe this we ſay God only permits ; buc when it comes | 
ro action, he over-rules their wicked deligns to accompliſh his 
» own Counſel and Decrees; and either diſappoints what they in- 
tended, or gjves fucccfs ro them, whenthe can ſerve the ends of 
his Providence by their wickedneſs : and herein confiſts the un- 
ſearchable wiſdom of Providence, that God brings about his own 
Counſels by the free Miniſtries of men: He permits men co do ' 
wickedly.but all Events, which. are for the good or evil of private 
men, or publick Societies, are ordered by him, as the Prophet de- 
Clares, Amos 3.6. Shall there be evilin a City, andthe Lord hath not 
done it. | oo” 'S; 
And yet if there were any ſuchdiftinQion as this, that ſome E- 
' ' vents God only permits, and ſorhe he orders and appoints , we 
ought in reafon to aſcribe the advancemenr of Kings to God's de- 
cree and counſel, becauſe ir is the principal a& of Providence , 
which has fo great an influence upon the government of -the 
world ; and if he decree and order any Events, certainly he pe- 
culiarly orders ſuch Events as will d& moſt good or mofſt- hurt to 
| the 
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| dne'tv Soveraign Powers, &c: 


Ps the world." Fe muſt with his own hand immediately dire the 


o 


*niGtions of the great wheels of Providence ; and not permit them 
t6 move as they pleaſe themſelves. Eſpecially when we remem- 


-- ber, thar Kings are God's Miniſters and Lieutenants, and are in- | 


veſted with his Authority: Now to give Authority to any perſon, 
does not fignifie to permit him totake itz and we cannot butthink 
that God will-exerciſe a particular .care and providence in ap- 
pointing his great Miniſters. No man can have God's Authori- 
Ty; but he to. whom it is given ; and if the advancement to the 
"Throne inveſts ſuch a-Prince with God's Authority , then God 
81ves him the. Throne, and does not 'meerly permit "him to 
take 'it. ; for no man can take God's Authority, but it muſt be 
given. EE | 

. Nay, fince God makes Kings now, not by an expreſs nomi- 
nation of any.;perſons, but only by the Events of Providence,we 


muft not allow, that God ar any time permits men'to makethem: . 
ſelves Kings, whom he does not make Kings : for then we can 


' never diſtinguiſh between Kings by the permiflion and -by theap- 
pointment of God, berween God's Kings,and Kings of theif own 


-making ; unleſs all Kings are ſet up by God, and inveſted with. 


-his AuthorityP we can never know what King's have God's Au- 
thority , who thoſe, are, whom we muſt obey. out 'of Conſci- 


"ence, and'whom' we'muſt not' obey *'there is'no direQtion how - 
co diſtinguiſh them, and the Events of Providence in placingthem-- 


- -4in the Throne, are the ſame in both: 


Now the *o_—_— Conſequence of this is,that by what means . 
{ce 


: foever any Prince aſcends the Throne, he is placed there by God, 


"and receives his Authority from him.There are very different ways - 


indeed, whereby-this is done; fometimes ty the Ele&ion of the peo- 


ple ; ſometimes by Conqueſt (which has been the viſible Original : 


of molt Governments) and when any Family is thus advanced to 
the Throne, it is continued by Succetlion and-legal Entails; bac all 
theſe ways, or any other, that can-be thought of, are governed and 


determined by the Divine Providence, and the Prince thus ad- , 
yanced isastruly placed'/in the Throne by-God, as if he'had been 


expreſly nominated,and anointed by a Propher at God's command, 


as Saul and David were. Sometimes God leaves a free People | 


to chooſe their own King; and' then the dire&s their <hoice to 
ſuch a-perſon as -he will niake King. Sometimes he ſuffers an a- 
ſpiring Prince to-invade and conquer /a/Country,but he never (uf- 
fers him to aſcend the Throne, but when: he fees fir to-make him 
cag King. 


F-, 


poſiible avg 
'sAutho- - 


rity is a thie-and rightful-King;for he has the true rightul An 
-thority of a King; and if all Kings, who are ſettled and eſtablifh- 
:ed in their Thrones , are ſet up by God, and have his Authority, 
_- with reſpe&t to the Authority which chey bave from God, they 
Es The GfinAjon then be King de laK 
Prop$. iftintion then between a King de jure,and a King 
de fab, relates only to Human Laws, which bind Cr gy 
-not the neceſſary Rulesand Meaſures 'of the Divine Providence. 
In Hereditary Kingdoms, He is a rightful King, who has by. Suc- 
Eeffion a legal Right to-the Crown; and He who has oolleflian of 
the Crown, without a legal Right, is a King de fa&#o z- that is, is 
-a King, but not by Law: Now Subjetts are fo tied up by_the 
.Confſticutions of the Kingdom,that they nit not pull down or.ſer 
-up'Kings contrary to the Laws of theLand but God is not bound 
by Human' Laws, but-can make whom he pleaſes King, withouc 
regard to legal Rights, and when he does fo,they are true,cthough - 
not legal Kings,if thoſe are crue Kings who have God's Authority. 
._  Prop.6. Wecan have but one Kingat a time : two rival and op- 
poſite Princes cannot at the ſame xzime poſſe(s the ſame Throne , 
. 7noF can SubjeRs be bound:to two oppolteand contrary Allegian- 
: -CES; for-1mo man can ſerve two Maſters 3 and yet Allegiance is due 
ro a King by the Laws of God, and to every King whoſe SubjeRs 
aku that if we could have two Kings,(we muſt have two Al- 
NCEs. ET; FF: ; ; » 04 57) - F814 | | ; : 
Prop. 7. 'He is our King who is {ertled in/ the, Throne in the 
actual Adminiftration of Soveraign Power z/ for King is the Name 
of Power and Authority, not ot meer Right. He, who has a le- 
gal Right tothe Crown, but hasit not, ought by the Lawsof the 
Land to be King, but is not : but he,who is actually ſertled inthe 
Adminiſtration'of the Regal. Power, is King, ;and has God's Au- 
thority, though he have.not a. legal.Right. | gt 
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| dueto Soweraign\ Powers, Sc. - 


|. Bib the Objedtion agaialh this is, Thatic is H:bi/+r, thar Do- 
minions naturally annexed to Power 3 but choſe who ſay this, 


do-not underftand Mr. Hobbs, or me : for He makes Power, and 
2 guningets, to give Right to. Dominion; aqd therefore aſſercs, 
That God hi 


| IF is che Natural Lord and Governoar'of the 

World, not becauſe he made ic ;- but becauſe: he is Omnipotent ; 
buc I \ay, That Government is founded in Right, and that God 
is the Natural Lord of the World, becauſe h2 made ic; and thae 
- no Creature has any Right to Govern the World, or any part of it, 


. burashe receives Anthority from God: and thereforefince Power _ 


' will Govern, God ſo'orders it by his Providence,as never to intruſt 
Soveraign. Power in-any Mans hands, to whom he-does not give 
the Soveraign' Authority : that Power does not give Righe 


and Authority to Govern, but is a certain ſign to us, that. 


where. God has placed and ſettled the Power, he has given the 
Authority. | | | 
. . Prop. 8. Allegiance isdue only to the King: for Allegiance' fi- 
| eo that Duty, which Subjeats owe to their King,and there- 
ore:can be dug to none but the King, = 7 
If chen. he who has che Legal _ may not be our King, and 
: he: who has not; may ; when any ſuch Cafe happens, we muſt 


| pay our 'Allegiance to him who is King, though without a-Legal 


ight.; not to him-who is not our King, though-ir is his Righr to 
beſo: And the reaſons very plain; becauſe Allegiance is due on- 


to God's Authority, not toa'bare-Lepal Title without God's . 
- Anthority ; ' and'therefore muſt be paid'to him-who is inveſted | 


with God's Authority, who is his Minitter and Lieutenant ; that is, 
to the Actual King, who isſerled in the Throne, and has the Ad- 
miniſtration of mer egg Lax | Rbgkr Hanis 2 
Obje&t. Bur if this , what does a- Legal Right ſipnifie, if ic 
do-notcommand'the Allegiance of Subjeats + © o Tig044.4 
Anſw. Ianſwer : Ir barrs all other Humane Claims: No other 
Prince can: challenge the Throne of Right : and SubjeRs: are 
hound to maintain the Rights of ſuch a Prince, as far-as they can; 
that is, againſt all Mankind ; but not, againſt God's diſpoſal of 


Crowns : © and therefore: when God:transfers:the Kingdom, he 
eransfers our Allegiance,” which is due, and annexed- to his Au- 


thocity, whether this: Authoricy be conveyed by a Legal Succel- 
ſion, or by any other means. I | 


Obje Eos: hs 
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his Heirs, and lawful Succeſſors, how can-we pay Allegiance to 


any other Prince, while'He, or any of his Heirs, and Legal 


Succeflors are living, and claim our Allegiance, y nthourt violating 


our Qaths? _. : © { fir | | | 

Anſw. I anſver : An Oath'of Allegiance made to an or 
can oblige no longer than he continues to be King ; for if itdid, 
-it would oblige us againſt our Duty, and ſo become an unlawful 
Oath: - for our Allegiance is due to him'who is King, in the a- 
ual and ſetled poſſeffion of the Throne, - and therefore muſt 
by the Law of God be paid there; and then-ic cannot be paid to 
- the diſpoſſefſed Prince, unleſs we can have two Allegiances: Our 
Oath' then to the diſpoſſeiſed Prince ceaſes, Ceſſante materia ; 'for 

though the Man'is ir being ſtill, the King is gone. ._- ; 
But we {wear to maintain and defend: his Rights and the Right 
of his Heirs : but yet we do not ſwear t keep them in the 
'Fhrone,which' tnay be impoflible 'for us'toi do againſt a proſperous 


Rebellion ; nor do-we ſwear in Cafe they-are thrown outof the 


: Throne, never to ſubmit or pay Allegiance to any other Prince; 


which would be' an unlawful Oath, as contrary to that Duty 'we 


owe to the Divine Providence in making Kings, and removyi 
Kings. - The Oath of- Allegiance contains the Duty of Subjeats 


.totheir King, and-can.2xtend no farther, and therefore can ob- 


lige no longer than he'is our King, and we his Subje&s. | 
. * Theſe fem to me, to be very plain Propoſitions, and to carry 
their own Evidence with them ; and-if chis be true, -it is a very 
- plain DireQion to 'Subjes in. all the Revolutions of Govern- 
The moſt tizat can be expeced from-them, according to the 
.ftricteſt Prineip!es of Loyalty and Obedience; is to have no hand 
in ſuch Revolutions, or to oppoſe them as far as they can, and 
-not.to be .haſty and forward in their Compliances 5 but when 
fuch a Revolution is made, and they cannot helpir; they muft 
reverence and obey their New Prince, as inveſted with God's 
Authority. ies ie, Snot 
/ Nor is.it very hard to know, when our Obedience becomes 
due toa New Prince; for'it does not conſiſt in a Mathematical 
' Point, nor require Mathematical certainty : Our Obedience is due 
to God's Authority,\and when we can reaſonably conclude, that 


God has made him King; that'is, when the Providence of God 


| has ſetled him inthe Throne,we muſt pay our Obedience to him. 


There © 


©. 
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t "and muſt neceſſari. 


ts, which ſeem to me to require 
ion,. or a laſt to juſtifie em, till 
| lenary and ſettled poſleffion, as 
require our _—, as being” game evident and 
Wlible' co. all « © do nor wink hard, and will not ſee 
"f {th grey the Nation w__ i &o ſuch a Prince and 
ally of Rn gut 18 hole power of the King- 

nafoayt ora L 45. it may be, "wo cannot yer think the - 
. Providence of God has het bim in the Throne, while che diſ- 
T Prince end enty power , as makes the 


myo: 'rexy doubefn, » yet es hin to caps fr, n the Ring” 
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| government, as St. Paul obſerves 3 For this cauſe pay 
Je der ale. fo for they are the Minifters of God, _ attending : 


on tha wer thing, 13 Rom.6. And if we owe our ſecure poſſe 
fion of our Eſtates to theproteRion of government, let the go- 
ya be _ it will, we ought to pay forit. 


Tick of King.to fach aPrince,when we live 
Mrs: one for Kiog + 3 for beſides that ic 
is a piece any whe ( is the lcaſt thing We Can owe 
to him, under whoſe government we live) he is indeed King, 
whiſe-he, adminiſters the Regal power, though we may not hink 
316 well {ertled'in his FTSTment 2,45 tO all incents and pur- 
polest6'owji We for our King, 
be} we tauft pray for him under the Name and Ticle of King, 
for-We are bound copray forall who are in Authority ; and thata 


1 Princes, who has the whole government in his hands, and has 


power'to tlo'a deal of hart, or a reat deal of and 
ont {o'fart, pe | Face Ghar 168 a chi , Att 


eateto doit in ſuch terms, asnot to pray againſt the. diſp 


Prince. ' 


Ons there 
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ces, who are polleſſed of the Soveraige power, and are in the full . 


adminiſtration of Government: The Propher 's Argament 


is Prophecy, or an expreſs Command from God to ſubmit tothe _ 


King of Babylon ;. and there was great reaſon for an expres Gom- 
mand from God at that: time, becauſs God himſelf -tiad entailed. 


the Kingdom upon'David*s Poſterity, and therefore without an 
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-daue to Sovereign Powers, &&c. 

To: fay that God ſets up no Prince, who aſcends the Throne 
without. a Human and Legal Right, is to ſay, that ſome Kings are 
rerfioved, and others ' ſer up, but not by God; whichis a dire& 
contradiction to Scripture ; it is to ſay, That the Four Monarchies 
were not ſet up by God, becauſe they all began by Violence ahd 
Ufarpation: It is to ſay, - That God, as well as -men, is'confined by 
— Human Laws, in making Kings : Ic is to ſay, . That the Right of 
Government is not derived frem God, without the conſent of the 
People; for if God can't make a King without the People, or againlt 
their Conſent declared by their Laws, the Authority muſt be deri- 
ved from the People, jnot from God ; or at leatt if ic be God's Au- 
thority, yet God cafi't give it himſelf without the People, nor 
Otherwiſe than as they have directed him by their Laws. 

This is all 'very abſurd, and what thoſe pzrlons abhor the thoughts 
of, who infilt ſo much upon a Legil Right, that they will own no 
King, who aſcends the Throne,-without it, nor believe that God 
places him there without and againſt a Legal Right :-.but if they 
would examine themſelves for what Reaſon they believe that a 
King who has no Right to the Throne, is not ſet up by God, and 


*$ 


invelted with his Authority, they will ind, That it mult ultimately 


reſolve it ſelf into the Authority of the People to.make Kings, which 
it is unjuſt for God himſelf to over-rule and alter 3 for a Legal En- 
tail is yething more than the Authority 'ot the People; and if the 
Poppte have ſuch an uncontroulable Authority. in making Kings, I 
doudt they will challenge as much Authority to unmake them too. 
' If the (ole Authoiity of Government be from God, and God gives 
this Authority only byplacing a Prince in the Throne, then by what- 
ever means he does 1t, it is the fame thing. When ſuch a Prince is 
ſetled-m the Throne, he is God's King and Minitter, and muſt be 
Reverenced and Obeyed by the People who live under his Govern- 
ment ; thus it mult be, if all Power be of God. | 

. But there are ſeveral Objections againſi this, which muſt be 

briefly anſwered. | | | 
I, It is obje&ed, That this makes a Prince loſe his Right by 
being notoriouſly injured ; for if a proſperous Uſurper gets into 
the Throne, and ſettles himſelf there, God has taken away his 
Crown, and given it to another; and therefore he ought not to. at- 
tempt the recovery. of his Throne ( nor any other Prince to afliſt 
him in it ) which.is to oppoſe God, and to challenge that which he 
has no longer any Right to. 621 | 
: PS oa E | 1 anſwer, 


Object. 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance | 


Anſwer, 1 anſwer, By no means : The Providence of God: removes © 


Kings,and fets up Kings, but altersno Legal Rights,nor forbids'thofe 


who are diſpoſſeſſed of them, to recover their Right, when they 
can. While ſuch a Prince is in the Throne, it is a declaration of 
God's Will, that he (hall Reign for ſome time, louger or ſhorter; 
as God pleaſes; and that is an obligation to Subjets to ſabmit and 
obey z for Submiſſion is owing only to God's Authority 4 but that 
one Prince is at preſent placed in the Throne, and the- other remo-. 
ved out of it, does not prove, that it is God's Will it ſhould always 
be ſo, and therefore does not diveſt the diſpoſſeſt Prince of his Le- 
gal Right and Claim, nor forbid him to endeavour to recover his 
Throne , nor. forbid thole who are under no obligation to 
che Prince in poſſeſſion, to aſſili the diſpofiefſed Prince to- recover 
his Legal Right : A Legal and Succeſſive Right is the ordinary way 
whereby the Providence of God advances Princes to any Hereditary 
Throne : And this bars all other human Claims ;- but yet God may 
give the Throne to another, if he pleaſes ; and this does not deſiroy 
the Legal Right of the diſpoſſeſſed Prince, nor hinder him from 
claiming it, when he finds his opportunity. | 
- Butit may perhaps be farther ſaid, If the diſpoſſefſed Prince may. 
Rill have the Legal Right and Claim to the Crown, and he who is 


poſſeſſed of the Crown, may have none, is it not very unjuſt in Sub- 


jects to pay. Allegiance to him who is poſſeſſed of the Throne with- 
out Right, and to withdraw their Allegiance from him who has 
the Right? Is not this to juſtitie and ſupport Injuitice and Violence, 
and to oppreſs oppreſſed Innocence and Right? And can the Provi- 


dence of God make that our -Duty, which is ſo manifeſtly unjuſt 


and wicked ? 

I anſwer 3 Todeny any man, -much more a Prince, what is: his 
jat Right, and which I am bound to give him, is certainly very 
unjult, and that which the Providence of God can never juſtifie ; 
but then we muſt conſider, Whatthe Prince's Right isz and, What 
is the Duty of Subjects; and, When Subjects may be ſaid to deny 
their Prince's Right. | | 

The Right of the Prince is to adminiſter the Government of the 
Nation ; the Duty of Subjects is to ſubmit to his Government, and 
obey his Laws, when he does actually adminiſter the Government ; 
and thoſe who do not refuſe to obey him when he governs, deny 
him no Right that they. owe him 3 for. there is no Duty Subjects: 
owe to Princes, as Subjects, but to obey-themz and not to obey, 
when they don't and can't Govern, is:to deny no Right. Yes, 


I, 
S> 


. 


due to Sovereign Powers, Sc. 

Yes; you'l ſay, Thepoſſcilion of the Crown, and the aQtuil Ad- 
miniſtration-of 'Governiment, is his Right ; and if we own any other 
Governing Power, wedeny him that Right, 

I anſwer, Suppoſe he: have a Legal Right to Govern, but can't ; 
Obedience is not his Right ; and therefore to pay my Obedience to 
thoſe. who do Govern, is no denial of his Lega] Right z but a due 


Submiſſion to the Providence of God, who hath a Right ſupcriour - 


to all Human Rights, in the diſpoſal of Crowns and King- 
doms. - | 

The Duty of Subjects as ſuch, is to obey their Prince, and ſub- 
mit tov him whillt he governs, and is in poſſeſſion. of the i hron? - 
But then Kings mult take ſome care alſo to preſerve their Crowns by 
good Government; and if ttiey will run the hazard of their © rowns, 
thoſe of their Subje&s are certainly not to be blamed by ſuch a 
Prince, ” did nothing to take his Crown from him. 

Bur fome it may be will ſay, That ſuch Subjects are bound-even in 
ſuch a caſe to maintain and defend their King in his Throne, 

I am not (o very ſure of that ; but this I am ſure of, That when- 
ever People have a good King, it is both their Duty and Interett to 
defend him ; andit they be not* miſled by the Cunning and Arti- 
tice of ill men, they will certainly do ſo. But if they have a very 
bad one, that notoriouſly violates their Rights, and breaks the Con- 
{titution upon which himſelf ftands, and firikes at the dearett things 
they have, their Religion eſtabliſhed by Law, and their Prop-1ties, 
I doubt the caſe may be altered ; and though every body +. ill not 
ſpeak it out, yet moſt may fay in their hearts, Let him go, if he can- 
not defend himſelf. Ir is enough in conſcience patiently to bear fo 
bad a Prince, but a little too much to venture their Lives and For- 
tunes to keep him in the Throne to oppreſs them ; this is againſt 
Reaſon and Nature, and I know no Law of God which requires 
it : A SubjeR, and a Soldier ;. to Obey a Prince, and to Fight for 


him; are two things 3 and to be a Subje& of any Prince, docs not. 


either by the Laws of God or Man, neceſſarily make him a Soldier. 

But have wenot ſworn to the King, his Hejgs and Lawful Succeſ- 
ſors, to defend and maintain his Perſon, Cro and Dignity ? And 
are we not bound by this Oath ? 

Tanſwer, r. I grant it is ſo; but they we muſt diſtinguiſh two 
parts in this Oath : 1. The Natural Duty of Subjects, which is Faith 
and true Allegiance, or Obedience and Submiffion to the Goverri- 
ment of the King, 2, That Duty and Obligation which is ſuperindu- 
E 2 | ced 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance 
ced by Law, to maintain and defend the King's Right tothe Crown, 
and all the Dignities and. Prerogatives of it, which 'is now made 
a part, not of our Natural, but Legal Allegiance. 

The reaſon of the thing tells us, That this is not an Arbitrary, but 
real Diftin&tion; and then, tho our Natual and Legal Allegiance be 
both included in the ſame Oath , they are of a diftint Confſideras» 
tion. 

Natural Allegiarce, or Obedience and Subjection to Government, 
_ Is due to the King,conſidercd in the actual Adminiſtration of Govern- 
ment, and no otherwiſe, becauſe it can be paid only to theRegnant 
Prince; and it is due to all Kings, who are ſetled in the Govern- 
' ment; for it is due to Government, and for that reaſon, to the 

Prince who governs. | 

Legal Allegiance, or Maintenince and Defence, is due only by 
Law, and therefore can oblige no further than Human Laws do, 
which muſt always give way to the Laws of God ; and therefore 
Natural Allegiance Gn caſe of a Competicion ) vacates the Obliga- 
tion of Legal Allegiance and Oaths; as the Laws of God and Nacure 
mult take place of all humane politive Laws and Oaths. If then, 
I have ſworn to maintain and defend my King, who has a Legal - 
Right to the Throne, whatever is meant by this Maintenance and 
Det ne, if he happen to be diſpolſeſſed of his Throne, and another 
Prince placed there, whom,in Reverence to the Authority of God,l am 
to obey, and ſubmit to, without Refiliancez I amablolved from my 
Legal Allegiance to maintain and defeyd my ejected Prince, becauſe 
I cannot do it without violating that Allegiance, which by the Laws 
of Go1l owe to the Regnant Prince 3 for I cannot defend the diſ- 
poſſefled Prince, whom | have ſworn to defend, without oppoling 
and reliſting the Regnant Prince, whom by the Laws of God 1 am 
bound to obey. | "s 

2, This Legal Allegiance, or Maintenance and Defence , is Swozn 
only to a Kiny in Poſſeſſion. and fignities no. more, than to main- 
tain and detend him in the Poſſethon of the Throne, as having a 
Legal Right to it: We can lepally take this Oath only to a King, 
who is in Poſſcflionſor it muſt be adminiltred by his Authority. z 
and the Obligation of.Oaths muſt not be extended beyond the ne- 
ceflary Signitication of Words; now to maintain and defend the 
King's Perſon, Crown, and* Dignity, and to refiore him. to his 
Throne, when he is diſpoſſeſſed, are two very different things z and 
therefore he, who Swears to maintain and defend, is not. by virzue 

| ; of 


<þ due to'Sovereipn Powers, &c. 
of that Oath obliged to reſtore; while a Prince is on the Throne, 
Subjects are. in a capacity to defend and preſerve him there; and 
therefore may oblige themſelves to it, and there may be Reaſons 
why this ſhould be exacted from them 3 but in ordinary Caſcs, if 
they cannot defend the King in Poſſcilian , there is little likelihood 
they ſhould be able to reſtore him; and therefore no reafon, that 
Subjects ſhould bind themſelves by ſuch an Oath, P 
To ven:ure our Lives and Fortuifes to preſerve the King's Perſcn 
and Government, while he is in Poſſ:ihon, is reaſonable enough 
becauſe it. is a real Service to our King and Country, to prevent un- 
juit Uturpations, which overturn the Government, and often un- 
ſettle or detiroy the Laws, and with them the Rights and Libertizs 
of Subjects , as well as the Right of the King; but to Swear 
to do our utmoſt to reftore the King, when he is diſpuſſelſed, 
is to Swear never to ſubmit to ufurped_ Powers, but to take 
all Opportunities to overthrow ſuch Governments to reſtore our 
King, which is contrary to our Duty, when God removes one 
King, anJ4 ſ:ts up another ; which expoſes our Lives and Fortunes 
to ruin, when we cannot ſerve our King by it; which provokes 
fuch new Powers, it they be not more merciful, to ſecure themſelves 
by rocting out fuch ſworn Enemies to their Governmert ; . and then 
the Confequence of this Oath, is, That if our King be dr.ven out 
of the Land, we will follow him into Baniſthment, or*venture be- 
Ing hanged at home; that we will difturb alt Governments, and. 
raiſe Rebellions, and Civil Wars, if we can, to r<ſtore our King, 
tho with the utter Ruin and Deſtruction of the Nation. [I believe.,. 
_ ſhould all this be expreſſed in an Oath, there is no Man in his wits. 
would take it, for the fake of the bett Piince' that ever ſway'd a. 
cepter ; and how unreaſonable then is it, to expound an Qath to. 
ſuch a Senſe, as no Man wouJlJ have taken it in, had it been ex- 
prefled ? However it appears, that there is (uch a vaſt difference be- 
tween ozintaining and defending a Regnant Prince,” and reſtoring a Diſ= 
poſſeſſed Prince, that to reftore is not necef{arily included in maintain= 
ug. Eb 
"ur we Swear not only to the King, but tohis Heirs, and Lawful: 
Succeffors, who are not in- Actual Poſlitn ; and theretore that mutt. 
fignify to give them Poſſeſſion : Right! if the King dye poſleft of 
the Crown, we Swear to majntain the Succeilion, and to own the. 
true Heir, for our King but/if the King be driven out ot Pollcthon,, 
and his. Heirs 'with him., and another Prince poſſeſſed of the. 
Ehrroxs,, 
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The Caſe of. the Allegiance... . 
Throne, this Oath can no more oblige us to ſet the Banilhed . Heir - 
upon the Throne, than to. reſtore the Baniſhed King. * -— 

But by ſwearing to the Heirs, and: Legal or Lawfidl Succeſſors, we = 
Swear not to own, or ſubmit to any Prince, who is not. the, Legal *. 
Heir. That I deny z; we' Swear, if you pleaſe, not to. make -it our 
AR, not to ſet' up any Prince, who is not the right Heirz and we 
Swear to own the right Heir, if he gets Poſſelſion ; but we do not 
Swear not to ſubmit to any Pringe, who gets into Poſletſion, and is 
ſetled in the Throne without a Legal Right; the words fignify. no * 
ſuch thing, no-more than Maintaining and Defending, ſignifies Re- 
ſtoring. , FIN 

y obſcrve further, That this Maintenance and Defence, which 
we Swear of the King's Perſon and Crown, is only a'Legal Mainte- 
nance and Defence; for the Law will not juſtify, much lels' does it 
command any illegal Defence; and therefore a Legal-Oath can ob- . 
lige us only to a Legal Defence. . ; . 

This is true, "with reference to the Caxſe; for we are not bound * 
to defend the King againſt Law, or when 'he Subverts the Laws, 
and Liberties,and the Legal Eſtablithed Religion of the Kingdom;by 
Megal Methods. A Sovereign Prince muſt not be reliſted by force, 
nor mult he be aſſiſted and defended againit Law ; for tho the King; 
be unaccountable, yet his Minilters and Inſtruments are not; an 
no Man is bound to (ſerve or defend the King in that, for which 
by the Law of the Land he may be hanged for a Traytor; and this 
In a limited Monarchy, ſets BounJs to Sovereign Power 3 for un- 
l:fs Subje&ts will betray their own Liberties, and venture to be 
hanged for it, ſuch a Prince cannot hurt them; and the late Revo- 
lution teaches us, ( and all Princes ought to take warning by it ) 
how eafily a Prince is ruined, when he has forfeited the Aﬀecticns,, 
and the Legal Defence of his SubjeQs, by the Exercitc of an Illegal 
and Arbitrary Power; and if the Oath of Allegiance does - not 
oblige Subje&s to defend a Prince in the Exerciſe of an Arbitrary 
Power; I think, it much leſs obliges them to.reſtore {uch a Prince, 
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and Arbitrary Power with him. | | 
Pat that which 1 mean by a Legal Defence,(let the Cauſe be what 
it will) is ſuch a Detence, as the Law requires all Subjects to give 
their King ; tor a Legal Oath can require no other Defence than the. 
Law requires. £ oo 
Now the only Leg2l Defence, whercin all Subjects are concern'd, 


is either the M:l:tia, or the Poſſe Comitatus , which are in the Power 
| ot - 
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due to Sovereign Powers, &c. 
_ of the Regnant Prince ,. and cannot defend a Prince who is. out' of 
'-Poffeffion; and therefore, if this Oath means only a. Legal De- 
farce, it mult be confined to the King while he is in Pof{eſſion, 
and has the Power of the Kingdom in his hands; for I cannot de- 
fend a Diſpoſſefled Prince by ſerving in the Militia,” or Poſſe Comitatus, 
which is always in the Power of the Regnant Prince. ©: 
But a Prince may raiſe an Army for his Defence, beſides the 
Militia of the Country z and this he may do, when he is out 
of Poſſeilion, and Loyal Subjects' ought chearfully to ſerve' him 
- In it, Ss  . <0 | wy 
Now here is a great Queſtion, wwhich-I am not Lawyer enough 
to decide z Whether a Commiſſion granted by.a King out of Poſſeſ- 
- fion, be a Legal Commiſhon;z but be that how it will, I am fure; - 
there' is no Law that requires all Subjeds to. receive Commiſſions. . 
from the King, tho he be in- Poſſeſſion of the Government, nor to Litt- 
themſelves Soldiers in his Army; and therefore this is no part of 
that Legal Defence which weSwear.. 1 All that Legal Defence which 
we.Swear to the King, can Þ paid only to the King in Poſſeſſion ; 
and what we have not Swore, we are not! bound to by the Oath 
of Allegiance; which is the only thing we art now inquiring after. | 
This the whole Nation, both Prince. and People have, fu, 


ciently 


acknowledged, 'by making and receiving Addreſſes of. Liver and  - 


| Fortunes, which'is fuppoſed to ſignify ſome other defence than the . 
Oath of Allegiance obliged them t03* and therefore, were not of the 
" mind of thoſe Men, who think their Sworn Allegiance binds them 
to reſtore the King, when Diſpoſſeſſed.of his: Throne, ' at the Ex- 
pence of their Lives and Fortunes. . ' is 
4. It is worth conſidering alſo; That the Oath of Allegiance is 
a National Oath, and therefore the defence or maintenance we 
twear, is National, that is, to join with our Fellow-ſubjecs in de- 
* fending the King's Perſon and Crown : for ſingle Subjects cannot 
do this by themſelves, and the way to oblige them all, is to impoſe 
a National Oath to be raken by all Subjects, : 
Now ſuch Oaths as theſe oblige every particular Man todo no in- 
jury to. the King's Perſon or Crown, not to enter into Plots and 
Confplracies againſt him and as for actual defence, cheartully to 
venture his Life and Fortunes with his Fellow-ſubje&s to preferve 
the King, '. But incaſe the great Body of the Nation abſolve them- 
ſelves from theſe Oaths, and depole their King, and drive him out 
of his'Kingdom, and ſet up another Prince in his room, it is worth 
| | P32 coalt- 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance 


conſidering, Whether ſome private men, it may be but a little pon & 
ful, are th]! bound by their. Oath, to make ſome weak and dange- ' 
rous attzmpts, and to tight for their King againſt their Country 
certainly this was not the intention of the Oath, tor it is a National, 
not a private Defence, we ſwear z and therefore a general revolt of 
a Nation, though it ſhould be wicked and unjuttitable, yet it ſeems - 
to excuſe thoſe, who had neither hand nor heart in it, from their 
ſworn defence of the King's Perſon, and Crown, and to make their © 
compliance with the National Government innocent and neceſſary: 
For an Oath to hight tor the King, does not oblige us to tight againſt 
our Country, which is as unnatural, as to tight againſt our, King. 
The ſum is this ; God, when he ſees fit, can remove Kings, or ſect 
up Kings, without any regard to human Right, as being the Sove- 
reign Lord of the World , who rules in the Kingdoms of Men, and 
giveth them to whomſloever he will: but >ubjects, in fetting up, or 
removing Kings, mult have regard to Legal Right; and if they pull 
down a rightful King, and ſct up a King without right, (unleſs the 
Conſtitution of the Government in ſome Caſes ſhould allow it ) 
greatly fin in it, eſpecially when they have ſworn the defence of the 
Lega} Right, and Legal Succctſon : but the Duty and Allegiance of 
Subjects does not immediately reſpe& Right, but the aftual admini- ' 
tration of Government, when there is a ſetled Government in a Na- | 
tion; for that is God's Authority, which mult be obeyed; no.man 
multi ſwear away this, no more than any other part of his Duty; and 
no man docs {wear away this by the Oath of Allegiance, as I have 
already ſhown. / | 

But it will be farther oojcted, That if this Dodtrine do not take 
away the Legal Right. yetit makes it impotlible for ſuch an injur d 
Prince to recover his Right, when all his Subjects have {worn Alle- 
giance to a new Prince, and therefore canno longer atliſt him. 

I anſwer ; This may be called a difficulty in Providence, if you - 
pleaſe, bur it is no difhculty to the Subject, if he purſue his Duty 
in it, unleſs a pathonate affection for the diſpoſſeſied Prince make it 
a difficulty : but ſuch a misfortune as this, can rarely happen to a 
beloved Prince; and when Subjects are overpowered by force, and 
can neither defend themſelves, nor their Prince, there is no remedy 
left but to yield to neceſſity, and leave every thing elſe to the Di- 
vine Providence. | | 

The Divine Providence has ways and methods of removing Kings, 
and ſetting up Kings, which we are not aware of, nor concerned 

: to 
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_ to know, becauſe. it-is; no, part.of our, duty: :No-. man could have. 


fargſcen,how:Ch. H, ſhould .havereturned,who had a powerful Army 


' againſt him or F; II; be driven out of his Kingdom, at the Head of 
-- a powenful Army, without ſhedding of blood. All the Plots and 


De . 


 Confpiracies of the Loyal Party were vain, and had no othereffe&, 


but to bring; ſome worthy and gallant Men to an unhappy end ; but 
what they, could not do, God did without them 3 and all ſuch Ca- 


ſes we mult leave toGod.” | 
| * But does not-this encourage daring and ambitious Spirits to graſp Objefion. 
© at Crowns, atidiinvade their Neighbours, when they know that Suc- 
cel gives them Sovercign Authority , and obliges_ Subjects, not- 
withitanding all former Oaths, to pay all Duty and Allegiance ts. 


them ? 


Ambitious and daring; Spirits need no other encouragement but Anſwer. 


Power to graſp'at Crowns ; and if they have this, they value no 
more :- promiſe, thetn but Succeſs, and they will try, whether Sub- 
jets will obey or not. _ I dare ay, ſuch, men never took it into con- 


' {ideration, whether Subjets would think themſelves bound in Con- 


ſcience to obey them , in, caſe they prevailed 5 they, ſeldom trouble 


themſelves about-Conſcience, but truſt to-other Arguments to ſecure | 
their Thrones, when they: have once gotten them. And if they 


take this Dodtrine- all together, as they muſt do, 'if they encourage 


their Ambition, by Reaton, and Principles, it will-give no encou- 


ragement-fo Ambitious Spirits without a great doſe of Enthuſiaſm ; 


For if the Kingdoms of the World be diſpoſed by God, and no Art 
* or Power can place any Prince on the Throne, - but by God's appoint- 


ment, unleſs they can flatter themſelves, that God has ordain'd 


them to be Kings, it will check all their ambitious Attempts, which 


God can ſo eaſily defeat. | 


But if this Doctrine ſhould prove inconvenient to Princes, and . 


dangerous to their Thrones ;, 1 am ſure the contrary Doctrine is 
much more dangerous to Subjects, when any ſuch Revolution hap- 
pens 3. for it ſacrifices them to the rage and fury of Conquering and 


Reigning Princes, when they are obliged by Principles of Conſci- 


ence to oppole and diſown their Government , which it-is folly. to 
think-any Prince will endure; and though I haye as great a reve- 
rence for Princes as any man, Ido not think the Right and Interelt 
of any Prince fo conſiderable, as the Safety and Preſervation of a 
Nation, and the Lives and Fortunes of all his Subjects, 
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; of the Allegiance. 
In a word, The OþjeQors do fot think it a ſufficient Confuta-. 
tion'of the Dodrirle'of Non-refiftanee,” and Paſſive Obedience, to: 
ſay, ' That this puts it into he Ribs oOweFo fo loved the Laws” 
and Liberties, the Lives and Fortunes, of his Subjects at pleafurez 
and yet there is mere danger of this from an Ambitious and Arhbji- 
trary Prince, than there is, that the Dodtrine of Obedience 1nd Sub-, 
- miſſion to the Governihg Powers... ſhould encourage Ambitious Spi-' 
rits to invzde their Neighbours Thrones z the Divine Providence 
takes care of all ſuch extraordinary Caſes, arid there we mult leaye 
them. | | ys 
But have' not Pyrates and Robbers as good a Title to my Purſe, 
as an Uſurper has to the Crown, which he feizes by as manifeſt 
force-and violence ? Does not the Providence of ' God order. and 
diſpoſe all theſe events ?_ And are we. not bound then as much to 
ſubmit to Pyrates, as to Uſurpers? 2 SCREEN 
The diſpute is not about human and legal Right in either Cafe, 
brit about Authority, which is the only reaſon of a conſcientious 
ſubje&tion'; now no Man . pretends, that Thieves and Pyrates have . 
God's Authority, to, which we mult ſubmit”; . but the Scripture ex- | 
preſly tells us, That Kingdoms are difpoſed- by God 3 That alt 
Power is of God ; and therefore when any Prince , by what: 
unjuſt means ſoever , with reſpe&t to Men , is placed in the 
Throne, and ſetled there, He is advanc'd by God, is God's Ordi- * 
nance, God's Miniſter, and muſt be. obeyed: for. Conſcience ſake ; 
And therefore the outrages of Thieves and Pyrates are very imper- 
tinently alledged in* this Cauſe, They have force. and violence, 
which every Man muſt ſubmit to, when he cannot help it ; but So- 
veraign Power is God's Authority, though Princes may be advan- 
cd to it by no honeſter-means, than Thieves take a Purſe, or break 
open my Houſe, and take my Money, or Goods. The beginnings of 
the four Monarchies were no better, and yet their Power was God's. 
But did not Fehojada the High+prielt anoint Foaſh the King's Sor), 
and depoſe and kill 4thaliah, who had uſurped the Throne for fix 
. years? And did he think then, that an Uſurper's poſſcfſion of the 
"Chrone, required the Allegiance and Fidelity and Obedience of the 
—_——_ .. 
I. All that* this Story amounts to, is no more than this, That 
when theLegal and Rightful Heir is actually. pofſefſed of his Throne, 
 -* Subjes may return. to their Allegiance, and by the Authority. of 
their King: proſecute the Uſurper ; for Foaſh was firſt anointed and: 
We: Proe- 
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proclaimed, before. any ane Rirred 4 Hnger againſt Aibaliah: Now 
this is a very different Cale from railing Rebellions againk a Prince, 
'who is in the poſſeſſion of the Throne , to reſtore an cje&ed 
Prince. HR WES | 

2, But this was a peculiar Caſe; for God himſelf had entailed 


3s 


the Kingdom of 7#4ab on the poſterity,of. David; and therefore no- 


thing could juſtify their ſubmiſſion to an Ulurper, when the King's | 
Son was found, to whom the Kingdom. did' belong - by. a Divine ' 
entail; and by this, ehojada juſtifies what he did, Behold, the King's 


ſonwhall reign, as the Lord hath ſaid of the ſons of David. Now. when 
God has entailed the Crown by an expreſs declaration of his Will, 
* and nomination of the Perſon, or Family, that ſhall-Reign ( as it 
was in the Kingdom of Jx4ah _) Subjects are bound to adhere to 
their Prince of God's chuiing, when, he is known, and to perſe- 
cute all Uſurpers to the urmoſt, and never ſubmit to their Goyern- 
ment z but in other Kingdoms, where God makes Kings, and-en- 
tails the Crown, not by expreſs nomination, but by his Providence, 
the placing a Prince in. the Throne, and fetling him there in the full 
adminiltration of the Government, is a reaſon to ſubmit to him, as 
to God's Ordinance and Miniſter. | hay glee 
But it. is further urged, .T hat according to theſe Principles, all 
Kivgs are ſet up by God, and yet God expreſly charges Iſrael with 


making Kings without him, Hoſea 8. 4. They bave ſet up Kings, _but 


not by me \ they have made Princes, and 1 knew it not. | 

_ Now I. This is uot true as to all the Kings of Iſrag, after their 
ſeparation from the Tribe of J«dab; for ſome of. the Kings were 
ſet up by God's own appointment and nomination, as Ferohoam and 
Febnu, and their poſterity : So that this can be true only of thoſe 
Kings, who Reigned over 1ſrael- between the Poſterity of Feroboam 


and Fehx, and after the Kingdom was taken-from the. Line of ' 


N\ 


Oljeft.. 


A nſw 


Jebu.' | Y 
- . - 2. One of theſe Kings was B2aſpah, who ſlew Nadab the Son of r Kings 
Feroboam, and made himſelf King without God's expreſs nomina- 15. 27. 
_tion and appointment, and yet God tells him, I exalted thee out of © 3: 


the duſt, and made thee Prince over my people Iſrael, And all the other - 

- Kings, who were not nominated by God,” nor anointed by any Pro- 

-phet,'-no; more: than Baaſha' was,: were yet {et -up by God, as he 

: Was. © Sth EEE, 

3.' The.trne Anſwer then is this : Iſrael was originally a Theocracy, 

a5 well as Judah; and though God allowed theinat their requeſt 
F 2 te 
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to have Kings, yet he reſerved. the appointment of them to himſelf; 
"and therefore; as in the Kingdom of Fudab,' he entailed the Crown 
on David's Poſterity, ſo he: appointed *Feroboans to be the'tixſt King 
in Iſrael, and they ought, 'when that Line was-cut off, to have con- 
ſalted God, and received. his 1Omination, by his Prophets, of a 
new Kivg ; but inſtead of that, when Feroboam's Line, and Febx's, 
"were cut-off, who were the only Kings named by God, and a- 
nointed by his Prophets, they ſubmitted to any, who-'could fet 
themſelves over them :.gI his was a great fault in a people who were 
under the immediate Government of God ; tor hereby they tell out 
of the ſtate of Theocracy, into the common condition of the rett of 
the World, where Kings. are ſet up by the Providence of- God; as 
Bazſha was, but not by his appointment and' nomination ; which 
was the privilege of Iſrael, but which it ſeems they deſpiſed and 
."negle&ed, as no privilege or favour; as great a Crime, as for Eſarz 
to co:itern his Birth-right ; and therefore are very jufily reproved 
for it by God, and charged with it as a great crime, it being in ef- 
fe&, a' renouncing their prerogative, of being God's peculiar Peo-' 
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ple. ” 
34ly, To juſtify this Doctrine of Obedience and Allegiance to 


the preſent Powers, there is an Argument, which I know ſome Men 
willnot like, but muſi bea good Argument to thoſe, who molt fcru- 
ple the new Oath; viz. That it is founded on the ſame Principle with 
the Doctrine of Non-reſiſtance and Paſſtve-obedience, and therefore both 
mult be true, or both falſe ;. for it is founded on this Principle, 
That God makes Kings ., and inveſts them with: his Authority ; 
which equally proves, That all-Kings, who- have received -a Sove- 
raign Authority from God; and are in the atual adminiſtration of . 
it (which-is the only evidence we have that they: have received. it 
from God ) mult be.obeyed, and muſt- not be refifted. Set atide 
this Principle, That all -Soveraign Princes: receive their- Authority. 
. from God, and I grant that Non-refiſtance is nonſenſe; for there 


'- is no other irreſiſtible Authority, but that: of God. - If God have 


given. a Soveraign Authoxity to them, they are immediately his 
- Miniſters, 'and unaccountable to their Subjects ; but if they- receive 
. their Authority from Men, and hilman Laws, I cannot- imagine, 
that their-Power is any more than a Truſt, of which they- mutt give 
an account to.thoſe who have entruſted them'with it; according to 
tloſgLaws, by which they were entruſted to exerciſe that Power 3. 
tcrewhether.there:be any-expre(s proviſion made in the Law _ 
EE tm, 
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them toan account or not, the nature of the thing proves, that if - 
| they receive their Power from Men, they are accountable to them ; 


for thoſe who give Power, may take an account of the uſe and 
abuſe of it. | 


| Fam ſure St. Paul, who moſt expreſly teaches this Dodrine of Rom. r3- 


Non-reſiftance, -joyns theſe-two together, Obedience to the preſent 


| Powers, and Non-retiftance, and deduces them both from the ſame 


Principle, That all Power is of God: Let every ſoul be ſubject to the 
higher powers, for all power is of God ; the powers that be, are ordained of 
God; be therefore that reſiſteth the power, refiteth the ordinance of God, and 
they that refit, ſhall receive to themſelves damnation. | 

And Bp. Overal's Convocation Byok,, which is lately publiſhed, the 
principal deſign of which is to aſſert "the irreſiſtible Authority 


of Sovereign Princes, does -as-plainly affert this too, That all ſetled 


Governments, whatever their beginnings were, have God's Au- 
thority, and mult be obeyed 3 of which, more above : For thoſe 
wiſe Men, who fate.in that' Convocation, plainly ſaw the nece(- 
fary connexion between Non-refiſtance, and Obedience to the'pre- 
ſent Powers; both which were equally reſolved into the Authority 
of God, in removing; Kings, and ſetting up Kings. So that Obe- 


"dience and” Allegiance- tothe prefent Powers, when they are- once 


well ſetled among us, is'ſo far from being a- renouncing of the 
Dodtine of Non-refiſtance and Pathve-obedience, that thoſe who re- 


fuſe to comply, muſt renounce the only Principle whereon that. 
Dodtrine. is rea{onably. founded, and conſequentially renounce the 
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The Caſe of the Allegiance - 

Power, God will puniſh them for -it, and . deliver their oppreſſed : 
Subjects; but it ſeems God has no way to do this, but either to turn 

their hearts,or to take them out of the World; for he cannot remove 

. them from the Throne ; or.if he does, the Subjcts-are never the 

better for it z for they muſt not own any other Prince, though he 

weuld be never ſo kind to them ; but muſt bring new calamities 

upon themſelves by an obſtnate adhering to-their old'Prince,, and 
provoking the new one: This ſeems very hard, that when God has 

actually delivered us, we muſt refaſe our deliverance; That we will 

not allow Cod to deliver us, unleſs he do it by Law as if God 

were as much confined to human Laws, as Men are : It is enough, 
methinks, if we ſuftcr patiently, withoyt violating the Laws to de- 

liver our ſclvesp but let God who is above all human Laws, deli- 

ver us what way he pleaſes. | 

6thly, That which is ſtill more conſiderable, ,is the neceſſity of 
Government to preſerve human Societies z for human Socicties muſt 

not diſſolve into a M»b, or Mr. Hobbs's ſtate of Nature, becauſe the 

Legal Prince has loft his Throne, and can no longer govern. Biſhop 

Puicquid Sanderſon tells us, That the end of Civil Covernment, and of that 
enim fuis Obedience which is duc toit, is the Safety and Tranquility of Hu- 
alicjus man Societics z and theretore whatever is neceſſary and uſeful to 


- th 2 this end, becomes our Duty ; for the End preſcribes the: Means. 

f FA : - 
eſt, eatenus fieri oportet, in quantum ei fini conſequendo neceſſarium wel utile videbitur. Civilis 
autem regimints, ejuſque que ipſi debita eſt obedientia, finis eft, humans Societatis ſalus & tran- 
gquilitzs, De Oblig. Conſc. Przl. 5. Sett. 19. 


: 
; 
; 
4 
i 
q 
£ 
5 


4 
*X 
p 
S 
7 
s 
4 
} 
+ 
= 


3! J1 
11 
il, 


s 1 

*'1 

; 

"3 

Z 

3 {1 
7 


And therefore this Great Man, and the moſt zealous Lyyalifts, do 
own it lawful for Subjes to pay ſome kind of ſubmiſſion, and com- 
pliance, to Uſurped Powers. Let us then examine-what it is they al- 
low, and whether it anſwers the great End, which gives Law in 
all theſe Cafes, The ſafety and tranquility of Human Societies. 

Tbid. Se&. They -grant then, that we may obey the Laws of ſuch a ©rince, 

16,17,18, who has no Right or Authority to make them, if they contain no- 

my thing which is ſinful (which is an exception againſt all Laws, 
whatever Prince makes them) aid may defend our Countrey againſt 
a Foreign Enemy, - may adminiſter Juſtice to reward the Good, and 
puniſh the Wicked, and preſerve the Trade and Commerce of the 
Nation : but then we muſt have no regard to the. Authority of the 
Prince, nor of his Laws 3 for he has no Authority, and his Laws do 


not oblige the Conſcience 3 but we may thus far comply to preſerve 
our 
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_ our ſelves, our Lives, and Fortunes, and Eſtates, and for the good 


of the Community,and out of gratitude to the Reigning Prince for his 
protection, and 'the many Bleſſings they enjoy under his Govern- 
ment; though a late Writer thinks this gratitude a little too much, 
and not owing to an Vſurper; which ſeems ſtrange ; for I will thank 
any man, and make gratctul Returns too of his kindneſs, who has 
power ( whatever his- Authority be ) to do me hurt, and does m& 
none, but a great deal of good. _ I am ſorry Loyalty, which is a 


very great Virtue, ſhould put men out of conceit with any kind or - 
inſtances of Gratitude; which I think is not a leſs Virtue than that.. 
But tho I greatly reverence the profound-Judgment of Biſhop San- 


derſon, T cannot be of his mind in this point z. if the Safety and 
Tranquility of Human Socictics requires any thing of us, it both re- 
quires and jutiifies a great deal more. 

For 1, As he ſtates the matter, this deſtroys Civil Government, 
and a governed Society for here is neither King, nor Subjeq, no 
Authority to Command, nor Duty to Obey ;, and I ſuppoſe no Man, 


who contiders it well, will call this a Civil Government, or a Ct-- 


vil Society, to which Authority and Obedience is Effential : He 
would have a Civil Socicty preſerved, this is the fundamental Law 
of all; but he will allow no Authority to ſupport it , which is as 
vain a delign,, as to reſolve to maintain the Supertiructure, but to 
take away the Foundation. The Prince governs by force without 
Authority 3 the Subje& obeys tor fear or gratitude, without a ſenſe 
of Duty, which may laſt as Jong as the Prince has Power, or the 
Subjects are in good Humour, and no longer; and is this: a ſure 


bottom, for the Safety and Tranquility of Human Societics ? It Hu- 


wan Societies muſt be preſerved, then the neeecflities of Government 


give Authority to the Prince, and lay an Obligation of Duty ow 


tne Subje&; if God will. preſerve Human Societies, we mult 
conclude, that when he removes one King out of the Throne, 
he gives his- Authority to him whom he places there ; for 
without Authority , Humian ' Societics muſt disband ; Power 
may tyc them together a while, but can never unite thcm into a 


Civil Body, without the Bands and Ligaments of Duty and Con- 


ſcience. Ls | : 
2. For I would ask, Whether the care of my own Preſervation, 
and the publick Duty, and "Gratitude. to the Government for: my 


Protection, do oblige me in Conſcience to obey and ſubmit to the: 


Government, and the Prirce. who Governs, and to with and pray 


fors. 
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.- TheCaſe of the Allegiance __ © 
for, and do my utmoſt to endeavour their Proſperity ?. If, it does, I, 
ſee no difference between this and Allegiance ; and what I am bound 
in Counſcience to do, I may ſwear. to do: If.it does not,: then 1 am 
at Liberty to diſturb the Government , notwithſtanding all my 
gratitude, when I can;z nay, am under Obligation by my Al- 
| legiance to the Diſpoſſeſſed Prince, to do it when I can ; and how 
does this contribute to the Safety and Tranquility of Human Socie- 
_ :: - - | | 
| 3. Suppoſe then the Government does not think its ſelf ſafe, to 
leave all Men at Liberty to diſturb. it when they pleaſe, and when 
they have a promiſing Opportunity to do it , but ſhould require an 
Oath of Fidelity from-them, which >auuggſee, is the univerſal Pra- 
ice of all -Governments 3 what - ſhall Subjeas do. in” this 
Caſe ? =, 
According to theſe Principles, no Subje&, when his Righttal 
Prince, to whom he owed, or to whom he had ſworn Allegiance 
(which the Biſhop makes the ſame Caſe) is diſpoſſeſſed, ought to 
ſwear Fidelity and: Allegiance to any other Princez and now, then 
let us ſuppoſe, that they all did their Duty, and refuſed this Oath, - 
and the Prince had power enough to. compel them ; what mult be 
the effe& of this, but the utter Ruin and Deſtruction of the Nati- 
on? The Land, indeed, would femain as it. was, and where it 
was, for that can't be removed ; but the People of it mutt either be 
deſiroyed, or impriſoned, or tranſplanted into fome Foreign Coun- 
tries, as was formerly praGiced in the Eaſtern Conqueſts , witneſs 
- the Ten Tribes, who were carricd away Captive, and the Country 
new peopled ; and is not this a Diffolution of Human Socicty ? And 
if the Preſervation of Human Society, be the great ultimate end of 
Government, and will juſtify what it makes neceſſary , nothing 
can be a. Duty, which if univerſally obſerved , mult unavoidably 
in all ſuch Revolutions of Government, de(txoy Human, Socie- 
ties. | | 
For to ſay, That it can never be ſuppoſed, that all, or the great- 
eſt part. of any Kingdom in fuch Revolutions will adhere to their 
Duty, and obſtinately refuſe to ſwear Allegiance to a new Prince, 
and that is ſufficient to preſerve the Nation, tho ſome few conſcien- 
tious Pcople ſuffer by it, does not alter the Caſe; for ftill, accord- 
ing to theſe Principles, Human Societies in ſuch Revolutions can- 
not be-preferved without Sin; for if all Men did their Duty, they 
mukt all be deſtroyed ; Now, I believe it will be hard to perſwade, 
| | any 
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ay due to Sovereign Powers, &c. 
any conſidering Men , that that which in ſuch Caſes is neceſſary to 
preſerve a Nation, is a Sin. and thart which will infallibly dettroy 
it, is a Duty and Virtue ;' if we allow the ſafety and preſervation of 


_ -Human Societies,” to be the great Law of all. 


4. I obſerve further, that as cautious as the Biſhop is, That we 
ſhould pay Obedience to Uſurped powers, without owning their Au- 
thority z/ yet he is forced to allow us to do ſuch things for the pub- 
lick Good,' as cannot be done without: owning the: Authority ; as 
the Defence of our Country againlt a Foreign Enemy, and the Ad- 
mipiſtration of publick Juſtice; for this mult be done by Commil- 
lion from the King, and, Iſfuppoſe, to take a Commillion from him, 
owns his Authority, and' owns it to be a good Authority ; for it 
they hang any Man either by Milicary Diſcipline, or Civil Jultice, 
and have not good Authority: for it, they are Murderers. The 
truth is, to exercile all the Acts of Civil Government, which are 
neceſſary for the Community , without owning the Authority of 
the Prince, in whoſe Name, and by whoſe Authority all is tranſ- 
acted, is a Riddle to me; if we mult not own the Authority of the 
Prince, we muſt do nothing- by his Authority, and then Civil Go- 
vernment in ſuch Cafes muſt ceaſe, and Human Societies diflolve. 
So-that the preſervation of Human Societies does of neceflity force 
us to own the Authority, even of Vſierped Powers; and it the preſer- 
vation of Human Societies be the end of Civil Government, and 
the reaſon of that Obedience which we owe to Government, as the 
Biſhop aſſerts z3 then when an obſtinate Allegiance to the Diſpoſſeſſed 


Prince muſt diflolve Civit Government, the reaſon of that Allegi- - 


ance ceaſes , and therefore that Allegiance mult be at an'end ; and 
when Allegiance to Uſaurped Powers, is neceſſary to the preſervation 
of the Society, it muſt become a Duty. | 


5. The Biſhop reſolves all this into the preſumed Conſent. of the y:4. 5:8. 
ejected Prince, that his Subje&s ſhould rather conſult their own 21. 


ſafety.by a modeſt compliance with the preſent Powers, tharr bring 
certain Ruin upon themſelves by an unſeaſonable Oppoſition: Now 


tho-I confeſs, I lay no ireſs upon a preſumed Confent; yet,-it we + 


will preſume, we ſhould preſume all that is reaſonable, that is, all 
that is neceſſary for the Preſervation of his Subjes, when he can 
govern them, and protect them no longer z and then we may pre- 
{ume his Conſent to Oaths of Allegiance and Fidelity, when this is 
neceſſary to their preſervation z and I can very eatily preſume; that 
Princes think this a leſs fault, _ ſome Subjects do; they know 
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what they themſclyes expect fxom- Subjects; where they haye Power, 
whatever their; Right be, and. thexetore-cannot complain: of their+ 
SubjeQs , If, they pay it to: another. Prince:, in whoſe Power they : 
are; this is the' Practice of the whole. World, and Princes:know':- 


itz and/may as reaſonably-be. preſumed to allow-it, as*.any other 


Act 'of Obcdience and, SubjeQion. to. Uſurped Powers. And tho I. 
will-not meddle with. that: Queſtion , Whether a King'sleaving his: 
Kingdom-.in,a great Fright,. without-any. one to Govern. andiPro- 


te&; his Subjedts, be to all intents and purpoſes an Abdication of / 


the Government? Yet one may reaſonably preſume , that a King, 
who forſakes his Kingdom to conſult his own Safety, will give his 
Subjed&ts leave to conſult theirs; if -this' will juktily a King to 
fave himſelf by leaving! his Kingdom z why will it not juſtify Sub- 
jects, when their 'King has left them; to fubrnit and comply with 
the prevailing Powers, as far as is neceflary to preſerve themſelves ? 


' 'That is, even by Oaths of Allegiance, if that be neceſſary: Self- 


preſervation. is as much a Law to Subjects, as to. the Prince; and he 
is as much ſworn to Govern and Prote& his Subjeas,. as they are: 
to Obey. and Defend him; and if the neceſſities of Self-preſervati- 

on abſolve him. from his Qath of governing and protecting his- * 
People; I delire to know, why the ſame necetlity will not*abſolve 
Subjects from their Oaths to their Prince ? Protection and Allegi- 
ance are not ſo reciprocal, as to be the neceffary Conditions of 


each other ; that if a Prince violate his Oath of Governing by Law, 


and*inlicad: of Protecting does Oppreſs his Subjedts , Subje&ts are 
then freed from:their Oath of Allegiance, and may take Arms againtt 


. their Prince; for tho Protection and Defence are the Duties of Re--. 
_ latives, of a Prince and his Subjeas; yet they are not neceſlarily 


ſuch Relative Duties, as that. neither of them can be performed 
unleſs both. be. A Prince may govern by Law, and protect - his 
Subjects, and yet in Fatt they, deny their Allegiance to him ; and 
Subjects may pay their Allegiance to their Prince when he Oppreſ- 
ſes. them; theſe Duties may be. diſtinaly and ſeparately obſerved, 
and thercfore do not in their own Nature, cither infer or deſtroy 

each - cther. But Government and Allegiance are ſuch Rela- . 
*tives, as do mmyo ſe ponere & tollere; the one .cannot ſubliſt* - 
without the.,other.: it; the Prince can't Govern , the. Subje& can't - 
Obey 3 and, therefore , as-far as he quits his. Government , he 
quits their Allegianee,- andJeaves.his SubjeRs as he does his Crown, 
to.be pollefied by another., and muſt. recgvcr them both. together: 


/ 
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He may” 4 Legal Right” to both, but he cannot actually haye 
the'Subje&s Allegiance ithout.the Crown.z nor can Subjects pay 
'him their Allegiance, without his be xcltored to the Poſſeſſion of 
his Throne; no more than they can obey, when he can't command ; 


- orfubmit, when he has no Power to govern z or defend his Perſon 


and Crown, when he has withdrawn his Perſon, and left his Crown. 


. This is as certain.as any Propolition in Logzck 3. and'to extend Alle- 


glance beyorid the Achual Adminiſtrationof Government, is' to,pre- 
'(erve a Relative without: its Correlate * "for when one of the Rela- 
tives is.lott, the. Relation is. de{troyed, . and nothing - but the Memory 
of it left. | x 


® 7:bly, Theſe Principles anſwer all the ends of Government, 


both for the ſecurity of the Prince and SubjeRs, and that is a good 
Argument to belteve them true. - | 

-A Prince who' is in Poſſeſſion, is ſecured in Pofſeſlion by them, (as 
far as any Principles can ſecure him ) againſt .all' Attempts of his 
Subje&s, who muſt.rceverence God's Authority in him z and ſubmit 
tohim without Reliſtance, though they are illuſed. 


They will not ifideed ſerve the Revolutions of Government, to - 


remove one King, and ſet|up another. z and-if_they would, Princes 


might be jealous of them; for whatever Service they might do them 


at one turn, they might do them as great | Diflervice at another : 


"The Revolutions of Government are not-the Subjects Duty, but 
God's Prerogative ; and therefore-it is not likely that he has pre- 
- ſcribed © any 'certain- Rules or Methods for the overturning and 


changing Government, which he keeps'in his own hands, aud 


which when he ſees tit todo it, he never wants ways and means of 


doing, 


ever it be, theſe Principles put an end to all diſputes of Right and 


Title, and bind his Siibje&s to him by Duty and Conſcience, and a * 


Reverence of God's Authority 5 which is the faſteſt hold he can 
poſſibly have of them ; for thoſe whom Religion will not bind, ne- 
thing but Force can. | 


And therefore theſe are the only Principles which in fach Revo- ; 


lutions can make Government eafie both to Prince and People; and 
if Government mult be preſerved in all Revolutions, thoſe are the 
beſt Principles which are moſt for the eaſe and ſafety of it. 


But on the other hand, ſuch an immoveable and unalterable Al- 


| kgiance, as is thought due only to a Legal Right and Title, and 
= - G 2 _— 


But when any Prince is ſetled in the Throne, by what means fo- | 
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44. . The Caſe:of the Allegiance. 4 
| muſtbepaidto none, but toa Legal and Rightſul. Prince, ſerygs ne © 

ends of Government it all ; but overturns all Government, 'when - 
ſuch a Prince is diſpo led pts Throne, how long ſoever he con- 
tinue diſpoſſeſſed : And whatTong Iner-regnums may this occaſion, to 
the diſſolution of ' Human Societies ? ; EF pes” , 
If you fay that this is the þeſt Principle to prevent all Revolutions 
of Government, when-it is known, that Subjes are bound in Con- 
ſcience not to ſubmit to any Illegal and Ulurping Powers 3 and this 
is very much for the peace -and ſecurity of Human Societies 3 I 
anſwer, | | 

I. If this Principle would prevent all Revolutions 'of Govern- 
ment, it is a demonſtration aFainſt it, that it is a bad Principle, @ 
meer Human Invention, which cannot come from God., For 6Y 
God has-reſerved to himſelf his Sovereign Prerogative of removing 
Kings; .and.ſetting up Kings 3 ſince this 'is ſometimes neceſſary for. 
the preſervation of the Church, and the deliverance of the Good 
from Oppreſſion and Tyranny, and for the juſt Puniſhment cither of 
King or People ; it is impoſſible that he ſhould give any ſuch Laws 
to mankind, as ſhall debar him from the exexciſe of this Preroga- 
tive, in what way heplcaſes; yet it is certain God cannot make 
Kings, if he cannot oblige SubjeRs to'obey them ; and: that he can- 
not do, if they muſt obey and ſubmit only to Legal-Kings.. 

2, It is evident, That this Principle was either unknown to the 
World before, ( and thatisan argument that it is not the natural - 
ſenſe of mankind ), or elſe, That this Principle cannot prevent the 
Revolutions of Government ; for there have been ſuch Revolu- 
tions in all Ages, and I believe will be to the end of the World. _ 

3. Since then ſuch Revolutions will ' happen, ſuch Principles -as 
mult diſſolve Human. Societies , when ſach Revolutions happen, or 
expoſe the molt innocent and conſcientious men to the greateſt Suf- 
ferings, without ferving any good cnd. by them, cannot be true ; 
for the end'of Government is the Preſervation of: Human Socicties; 
and therefore that can be no good Principle of Government, which 

\ In any turn of Afﬀairs, if purſued', muſt diſſolve Human So- _- 
—elcties. N2 

' 'Nor can thatbea true Principle, which at any time. obliges ho- 
nelt mento loſe their Lives,their Eftates,their Libertics,in oppoſition 
to. the: Government of the Nation, whercin they live, when-they 
may preſerve them all by Obedience and Submiſſion to the Govern- 
ment.; I am ſure the Scripture teaches us to ſuffer patiently in Obe- 

| | Ws dience.. 
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- dience toGovernment, but.not to ſuffer in Oppolition to it : And 
* whenthe very-Reaſon of our' Qbedience to. Government, is for the - 


preſervation of Human Societies, and that we our ſelves may enjoy 


the Bleſſings of Government, it ſcems very firange to extend this: - 
Duty to the overthrow of Human Societies, and to deny our (elves - - 


the Security and the .Rleſffings of Government z which is to extend . 
a Duty te ſuch: caſes, as contradi the only Reaſon, whereon that 


Duty is founded... 
It is true, we:muſt in all ca 


> 


ſes be contented to ſuffer in doing our - 


Duty ; for we muſt chule rather to ſuffer than to fin; and it is no 


' Argument that any thing ceaſes. to be..my Duty, . becauſe it expoſes 


me to Suffering: But then we muſt be very fure tat it is our Duty 3 
that it is expreſly enjoyned us by the Laws of God or Nature, before - 
we venture to ſuffer for it : But when we are to learn our . Duty, 
not from any expreſs Law of God. or Nature, but from the Rea- 
ſon and Nature of things, 'it is a ſufficient Argument, that is not. -: 
my Duty, which will expoſe me to great Sufferings, without ſerving + 
any good end ;, nay, which expoſes me toSufferings, for contradi&- 
ing the natural end and: intention of that Duty, for which I-pretend --: 


_ to ſuffer, 


[>] 


\ 


-4+» Bat let us grant that this Principle is the beſt Security'to the - 


. Rights of Princes 3 is the Right of any Prince ſo Sacred as to ſtand 


in.competition with the very being pf Human Sotieties, and the 
ſafety-and preſervation. of all his Subjeqs 2 And rhuſt we then de- 
fend a Prince's Right, with the deſtruction of 'the Nation, and the 
Ruin of all his Subje&s ? Which is moſt neceſſary, That the Nati- 
on ſhould be governed, or, That ſuch a Prince ſhould govera it ? 
And if he be drivenout of his Kingdoms, and cannot govern, muſt 
we then have no Government ? Or how ſhall the Nation be govern- 
&d, if Subjects are bound in conſcience to obey, and pay Allegiance 
to.noother Prince ? This is to make all mankind the Slaves and 
Prop:zrties of Princes:z as if all men were made- for Princes, not * 


Princes for the government of men. 


This,. I think, ts abundantly (ſufficient to juitiie our Obzdience 
anJ Allegiance to the preſent Poawers,. though it ſhould at any time 
happen, that the Legal and Rightful Prince ſhould loſe his Throne. 

But there is a.great prejudice.againſtall this; for fo I call it, ra-- -- 


ther than an O»je&ion 3; for there is no Argument in it, nor can it be 
formed into an Argument 3 viz. that this will equally ſerve all Revo- 
_lucions of. Government, whatever they be: Upan theſe Principles we 
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"The Caſe of the Allegiance . 
might ſubmit anc ſwear to a Rump Parliament, or to another Protefior, WM 
. " or to a.Committee of Safety, or whatever elſe you pleaſe : And yet _ 

_ under that Uturpation, the Loyal Nobility, Gentfy, and Clergy, 

- thought themſelves bound in Conſcience to oppoſe that Uſurpatiqn . * 
at their utmoſt peril 3 And ſhall we Arraign them all, as relifting -' 
God's Ordinance by their oppoſition to. thoſt Uſurped Powers, and 
their attempts to reſtore their King to his Throne? _ | 

his, as I-obſerved, is. a great prejudice, . but no Argument, 
for if theſe Principles: be true, and according to thefe Principles . 
they might have complied with-thoſe Uſurpations z that they did 
not, is no confutation of them, | | Ke, : 
But yer, I ſuppoſe, all Men fee a vaſt difference between* theſe 
two Caſes ;_it -is evident thoſe Loyal-perſons, both of the Clergy 
and Laity, who ſuffered in the former Cauſe, and have now com- 
Plicd with the preſent Government, think there is a vaſt difference 
| between them; and: muſt think themſelves- more reproached and 
. Injured by ſuch: a Compariſon, than by ſuch Principles as juſtify 
| © their /preſent compliance: And the great-Body of the Nobility, 

- Gentry, and Clergy, who have ſworn Allegiance to their preſent 
-Majeltics, . would take it very ill to.be thought leſs Loyal than thoſe 
. were, who ſuffered for King Charles I. and IT. under thoſe Ulſur- 
pers ; and therefore they alſo mult apprehend a. vaſt difference be- 

. tween theſe two caſes. = 
But what is it that makes this difference? If you will allow the 
ſuppoſition, That the Rightful King is diſpoſſeſſed ; and hatin 
ſuch a caſe it is lawful to comply with any Government, which be- 
comes the (etled Government of the Nation. 7 
' Tanſwer; The difference is very great upon all accounts ; and 
that no man may wonder at the obſtinate Loyalty of thoſe days, 
and -the caſic and ready compliances now, ( from whence ſome 
men conclude a renouncing the Principles of -the old Church-of- 
England-Loyalty, to the great ſcandal of Religion), I ſhall ſhow 
the difference upon many accounts ; andall together will be more 
than anſwer enough.  - | T2 
1. Firſt then, The great Villanies of thoſe days, in an open and 
| bare-fac'd Rebellion, -perfiſted in after the moi Gracious Offers 
and Condeſcentions ; and in the - Barbarous Murder of one of the 
Belt Princes in the World, was enough to prejudice Wiſe and good. 
men,. againſt all-compliances, though they Had been lawful ;' for 
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due to: Sovereign Powers, &c. 
- 2+ The barbarous Uſage the King's Friends met with, 'made: a 


Sabmiſſion and Compliance uſeleſs and impoſſible : Thoſe who had 
fought for their King, or expreſſed any diſlike of thoſe Proceedings, 


4 "whom they had any jealoutie or ſuſpicion of, or whoſe Eſtates they 


had a mind £0 poſſeſs th:mſelves of, were plundered, fequeſtred, 
impriſoned, forced to {culk and hide at home, or flie abroad, to 
preſerve their Lives and Liberties. | | 

3. Biſhops, Deans, and Prebendaries-were turned out, and their 


- Lands and Revennes ſold; the Loyal: Clergy were Malignants for 
-. what they had done z and had no way to keep their Livings, eſpeci- 


ally if they were of any Valtie, but by.renouncing the Church of 


' England, as well as by Submiiſion +to'that Government, which -I 
believe, notwithſtanding their ready compliancein taking the Oaths, - 


the Clergy at this day would more univerſally have retuſed, than 
they did then, | | | 


athly, Another difficulty was, That the whole Government both Z 
of Church and State was overturned, which was the Fundamental 


Confticution of the Nation: The King was not only Murdered, 


' and the Rightful Heir driven out of the Land, but the Monarchy 


it ſelf was deſtroyed, and neither King, Lords, nor Commons, left 3 
but a few of the Houſe of Commons, who'by Force and Power 
had turned the reſt out of doors, undertook_ to govern: all, in the 
name of the Commons of England ; which was ſuch an Invaſion on 
the Rights and Liberties of their Countrey, -( which are as ſacred 
as the Righy of the King. ), as required the utmoſt oppdſition that 
could be mide. And it may be, if it* be well conſidered, the: De- 
fence of Monarchy, and the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crown, 
will appear a very material part of the Oath of Allegiance, which 
may bind Stibjects when the Perſon of the King is changed 3 and 
may make them. think themſelves more obliged to reſtore ſach a 


Prince, when they cannat reſtore Monarchy, and the Ancient Laws 
and Government of .the Nation without him. EC | 0 
5- And moreover it'is plain, That their Government was never. : 


ſetled ;' it was frequently changed, and new modelled, which was 
no Argument of Settlement ; and which is more than that, they had 


not'a-National Conſent and Submiſſion. 


Men, who were forced, ſu5mitted to force ; but the Nation did not 


by any:N tional Act ever ownthem; for think the Rump-Parliament, 


who were the Uurpers themſelves; or ſome little packt Conventicles, 
rather than Parl/amznt+, could not b=called.the Repreſentatives of the 
Nation. - h This 
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©, his ſeems to bc: muci!ike the Caſe which: Biſhop Overal's Convoca- 
t5on-Book, mentions in relation to Antiochu 5 who had by force kept | 
the Fews in ſobj:Ction for ſome ycarsz- and yet when Mattathias.. 
rook Arms in defence of their Religion, they juſtify this Action by - 
ſaying, That the Government of Antiochw was. not ſetled among 
them, eithey\by S ubmiſſion or Continance 3 that is > tho People-were 
forced to ſ{ibmit to Power , his Government was not-ownedby any 
Publick, National Submiſſion and in ſuch Caſes a long continuance 
is required to ſettle a Government 3 whereas a National Submiſſion 
ſettles a Government in a ſhort time;as we may. conclude from what 
they tell us of the Settlement of Alexander's Goveriiment among the- 
Fews, who was but a very little while with them ; but Jaddw the 
High-Prieſt , and the Governing-part of the Nation ſubmitting to 
him.z this ſetled his Government in 4.few days. - CRY 

This ſhows how unlike all this-was to our preſent Caſe in every 

particular z that thoſe who thought it their Duty [never to ſubmit 
to that wicked Uſarpation,. are now ſatisfied, they may ſubmit with 
a good Conſcience to their preſent Majeſtzes. s &.. 


In our preſent Caſe, all things are quite contrary to-what they 
were in the former ; every thing concurred to-make the Nation fond 
of ſuch a Change, arid very caſy under it, de 

King James; more,I hope, by following ill Counſels,than by his own 

Inclination, - had effeually removed all Prejudices and Objedtions - 

againſt ſutch- a Revolution, . excepting the Obligations of Duty and. 

Conſcience. F.. Te 

.” In the late times of Rebellion and Ufſurpation , all the Friends of ;' 

: Monarchy, and of the Engliſh Government, and of the Church of 
i England, and of the Liberties of their Country, and of their own Ho- 

- nours-and Fortunes,. were bound in Intereſt to take all Opportunities 
to reſtore the King In our late Revolution, the very ſame Reaſons 
and Intereſts diſpoſed all Men to be very well contented to.part with 

. their King, if they had known how to do it honeſtly; for the Con- 
tinuance of his Government, by the bold Steps,. and extraordi. ary 
Methods he had taken, gave them great Apprehenſions that all theſe 
were in danger,/even the Rights and Prerogatives of the Crown it 
{elf (the preſervation of which was a main end of the Oath of Alle-' 
giance) by his Submiſſion to the See of Rome, and rejeqing the Nath 
of Supremacy, and as far as he could, abſolving his Subjetts frimi it ; 

_ and yet in that Oath alone, we Swear to the Lawful Succelfor, in Op- 
poſition to.the pretences of the Biſhop of Rome, to depoſe, and ſet up 
Kings at pleaſure, for the Service of the Church, ; This 


. duced himſelf to ſucha Rate, that he is-forced for his own pre- 
H 


' - - due to Sovereign Powers, &c: 

' This helpt ſome Men eaſily to abſolve themſelves-from the 
Obligation of their Oaths ; for they could not think, that Oaths, 
which were made and impoſed for the Preſervation of' a Prote- 
fant Prince, and theProteſtant Rights and Liberties of Church 
and State, could oblige them to defend and maintain a- Prince 
it} his Uſurpations, as they thought, on both. | | 

"This made his Subje&s,: and even his Army deſert his Service, 


when the Prince came with a Foreign Force ; and:this made it 


neceſſary for him to leave the Kingdom, and to leave his Subjects 
in the Hands of the Prince ; which made an eaſte way for the 
Prince to be placed on the Throne. - Ws. 

Now not to diſpute the legality of all.chis, here was nothing 
ſo formidable, as to proguntns an honeſt Man againſt ſubmifſion 
and compliance, as there was 1n the late times of Rebellion ; no- 
thing that could reaſonably hinder a compliance, but ani Opint- 
on; that we muſt never pay Allegiance to any buta Legal King; 
and poflibly had chat Point been waved ; no Proteſtant would 


have diſputed, a quiet and Chearful ſnbmiflion to the Govern- 


ment. 

© Tofight againſt a King, and not to fight for him, Ithink are 
two very different things ; and when Kings make it impoflible 
to fight for them, without fighting againſt the Religion and Li- 
berties of our Country, they may thank themſelves, if their Subs 
jets cannot defend them. This is a dangerous ſtate Princes. 
bring themſelves into, eſpecially where there are different Per- 
ſuafions in a Nation : when ſome Men think, they may lawfully 


defend their Religion and Liberties againſt the Ulurpations of 


their Prince; and others think, they 'are not bound to defend 


and maintain their Prince in his illegal Uſurpations on their Re- — 


ligion and Liberties ; for a little oppolition without any deferice 
w1ll quickly ruin any Prince. To take a Crown from a Prince, 
and his Liberty and Life with it, .and to ſuffer him to leave his 
Crown if he. _ and to deſert his Government,. are two 
very different things. ' n 

Tcannot indeed think (neither do T believe; that any body elſe 
does) that for a King to leave his Crown and Government in a 
fright is in all caſes neceſlarily to be interpreted ſuch an Abdica- 
tion as'1s equivalent to a voluntary Reſignation; wheteby he re- 
nounces all future Right and Claim to it. , But if he have re- 


lervation 
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. The Caſe of the Allegiance 
ſervation to leave his Kingdom and. Government; it is plain, 
that in ſome ſence he leaves his Throne vacant too; -that is, 
there is no body in it, no body in the aQtual Adminiſtration of - 
the Government. ' 
- "Thus far I think Subje&ts may be very guiltleſs, who do 
not drive the King away, but only ſuffer hum quietly to eſcape 
i out of 1s Kingdoms ; for this is no Rebellion, no Reſitance, but 
only Nvn- 4ſſiſkance, whichwpay be very innocent : for there are 
ſome caſes, wherein Subjects ave not boand to afliſt their Prince ; 
and if ever there were ſuch a- cafe, this was it. | 
What then ſhall Subje&s do, when the King 15 gone, and the 
Government Diſſolved, the People left in' the Hands of another 
Prince, without any Reaſon, or any Authority, or any formed 
Power, to oppoſe him ? The Government muſt be Adminiſtred ' 
by ſome body, unleſs we can be contented, that the Rabble 
ſhould Goverg. | 
_ ButT ſhall not meddle with that Interval, between the going 
away of the King, and the Prince's coming to the Throne ; bur 
only cofider him as placed in the Throne, and.ſettled there.” And 
now we can find no alteration in the Ancient Goverment of*the 
Nation, but only the exchange of Perſons; and all things concur 
to make this a very advantageous and acceptable Change, ex- 
cepting ſuch difficulties, as uſually accompany ſuch Revolutions. 
The Monarchy is the ſame ſtill, and the Three Eſtates of the Na- 
tion the ſame ; the Church of England, and the Laws and Liber- 
cies of the Nation ſecured ; and no proſpe& of ſecuring them by 
any other means: ſo that here 1s nothing to prejudice any Man 
- againſt the preſent Governtnent, or to make the Reſtoration of 
the diſpoſſeiTed Prince-neceſlary, as there was in the late Uſur- 
pation, but only a miſtaken Notion of Allegiance to that Prince, 
whom we ſuppoſe to have the legal Right though he be diſpoſ- 
. ſefſed, and another Eſtabliſhed in his Throne ; which. I have 
alreadly proved to be a miſtake. -. - | | 
But not to diſpute the legal Right (which is nothing to-my pre- 
ſent purpoſe) here 1s a ſettled: Government, which was not-in the 
former Caſe. | | t 
Theic preſent Majefties are in the full Poſſeflion of the Throne, 
and' Adminiſtration'of the Government by a National fubmiffi- 
on and conſent ; for though ſome Men diſpute, whether a Con- 
vention of the Eſtates, not.called' by the Kings Writ be a' legal 
Bi TT Parhament, -- 
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' © due to Sovereign Powers, 8c. 
Parliament, yet all Men muſt confeſs, that they are the Repreſen- 
eatives of the Nation; or elſe a Nation can have no Repreſenta- 
tives, when it has no King in the Throne, or when'there is any 


_ diſpute about the Title to the Crown. 
Now, though this might be improved farther, -I ſhall content 


fr 
[ 
L 


my ſelf only to fay ; that the conſent and ſubmiſſion of the Con- 


Fention, eſpecially when confirmed by ſubſequent Parhaments, 
75 a National AR, and makes a Settlement of the Government, 
eſpecially ſince the generality of the Nation have fo willingly 
and chearfully ſubmitted, and bound their Allegiance by Oath; 
which 1s a' very different thing from ſubmitting to mere force, 
when the inclination of the Nation ſtands bent another way; 
when there is nothing but mere force, it may admit ſome diſpute, 
when the Government 1s ſettled ;. bur though in ſome caſes, ic 
may be hard to.determine, when the Government is ſo ſettled, 
as to make Allegiance due; this 1s no reaſon to deny Allegiance, 
when there 1s a viſlible Settlement. If this be not a ſereled Go- 


vernment, -I know noc.what is; Iam ſure, we have reaſon to- 


ray for the continuance of -ic; when nothing can unſettle it, 
bin {uch a Power, as will overturn our Religion and Liberties 
with it. It is indeed commonly 1ſa1d, as I obſerved before, thar 
'the ſubmiſſion of . the People without: the ſubmiſſion of the 
Prince, cannot transfer..the Government ; by which they may 


- mean the legal Right of Government : Now to avoidunnecel- 


ſary Diſputes, ſuppoſe this were true ; yet the ſubmiflion of the 
People, when their Prince has left them, if it cannot give a legal 
Right to another Prince, yetit may give an actual Settlement to 
him ; and«that-is all we are enquiring after. This 1 think 1s a 
ſufficient anfwer to that odious Compariſon between the late 
Ulſurpations, arid-this preſent Revolution. £ 

I ſhall conclude the whole with anſwering an Objetion, 
which many, who refuſe the Oaths, place great confidence in; 
and that is from the Laws of the Land : In all ſuch caſes as theſe, 
the Laws, they ſay, are the meaſure of our Duty, and the Rule 
of Conſcience, and therefore we muſt own no King, but whom 
+ the Law owns to be King ; that is, in an Hereditary Monarchy, 
the right Heir : and to pay and {wear Allegiance to any other 
Prince, though poſſeſſed of the Throne, when the rightful King 
15 diſpoſſeiſizd, or the right Heir living, 1s contrary to our duty to 
God, becaule contrary tothe Laws of the Land. 
| H.2 1.In 
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| The Caſe of the Allegiance; 

Anſw. I.-In anſwer to-this I conſider; this is no real Objeion againft 
any thing, I have ſaid; bur all thatT have ſaid, if ic prove true, 
is a ſufficient anſwer tothis : The Laws of the Land are the Rule 
of Conſcience, when they do not contradict the Laws of God: 

\ - » but when they do, they are no Rule to us; bur their obligation 
muſt give place to a Divine Authority. Suppoſe thenthere were 
an expreſs Law, that the Subje&s of England ſhould own no 
King, butthe right Heir; and notwithſtanding this Law (as & 
will ſometimes happen, and has often happened in England) a 
Prince who is not the right Heir, ſhould get into the Throne, 
and ſettle himſelf there : If the Divine Law in ſuch a caſe, com- 

- mands us to pay all the obedience and duty of Subjefts, to a 
, + Prince in the actual Poſſeflion. of the Throne, and the Law 
of the Land forbids it, which muſt we obey, the Law of God, or 
the Law of the Land ? This, I think 1s no diſpute; and therefore 
It 15 in vain to urge the Laws of the Land in any caſe, where we 
are under a Supertor Authority : let them firſt prove that no King 
is ſet, up by God againſt the Laws of the Land ; and then I will 
confeſs, we muſt own none but legal Kings, for we muſt own 
no Kings, whom God does not make, and who have not Gods 
Authority. | | | 
. 2. The Engl;h Monarchy 1s Hereditary, 'and the lineal Heir 
has the legal Right to the Crown ; grant this : but ſtill we muſt 
coniider, how far this is a Law to all private Subjects ; how far 
every Subject is bound in Conſcience by this Conſtitution, to give 
the Poſleflion of the Crown to the right Heir, and not to ſuffer 
any one elſe totake it ; or if he do, nor to pay Allegiance to him, 
or own him for his King. What Law 1s there, that ſays this ? And 
I think, the reaſon of the thing does not prove it. The Law does 
not refer the Cogniznce of ſuch matters to private Subjects ; and 
therefore they are notby Law bound to take care of it, and I know 
nothing but Law can bind us to a legal Conſtitution. Legal + 
Rights muſt be determined by a legal Authority ; and there is no 
Authority can take Cognizance of the Titles and Claims of 
Princes, and the diſpoſal of the Crown, but the Efates of the 
+,+ Realm: They indeed are obliged to. take notice of the legal 
> Deſcent of the Crown, and if through miſtake or any other 
cauſe, they .ſet the Crown upon a wrong Head, they muſt an- 
{wer for it ;- but private Subjeas, who have no legal Cognizance 
of the matter, are bound by no Law, that I know of, -to _ 
a King, 


due to Savereign Powers, &c. 
a King, whom the Ef ates have owned, though they thould think 
the Right is in another. If Authority may nat over-rule private 
Subjects in theſe caſes, even againſt their own private Opinions, 
and juſtifie their Obedience to a King, who is placed in the 
Throne, SubjeRts are 1n a very ill caſe, who haye no Authoricy 
to Judge, and no Power to Reſiſt: There are numerous caſes, 
wherein Subjects muſt _— in the determinations of a legal 
Authoricy againſt what they think a legal Right: the reaſon 
and neceflities of Government require it; and the Law, which 
gives a Right, will not allow us to vindicate our Right againſt a 
legal Authority. And therefore it does not follow merely from 
the Law of Succeſfion, that Subjects are bound in Conſcience to own 
no King, whois not the rightful Heir: And Duty and Conſci- 
_ in Obedience to Laws, 1s the only thing I am now inquiring 
after. 

3. Tho I have not skill enough in Law, to know certainly 
what our Conſtitution allows in this point ; yet 1tis the declared 
Judgment of ſome of the beſt Lawyers of former days, and ſo 


far as I can learn, the moſt common and prevailing Opinion. _ 


ſtill, That our Laws do allow and require Allegiance to a King 
de facto, who 1s in Poſleflion of the Throne without a legal Right. 
And this they have done in the Reigns of legal and rightfuPF 
Kings, as my Lord Ch. Fuft. Coke, the Judges in Bagger's Caſe, 
my Lord Ch. F«f#. Hales, my Lord Ch>Fuſt. Bridgman 1n the Try- 
al of the Regicides; in Anſwer to Cook's Plea ; who allowed the 
Law, but would not allow his Caſe to be within the purview 
of it. Now when the Diſpute is meerly about the Senſe of the 
Law, to judge rightly of which, requires ſome skill in Law, and. 
a great deal more than I can pretend to; Which is the ſafeſt 
way to reſolve my Conſcience ? Whether to adhere to my own- 
Judgment, againſt the Judgments and Opinions of the ableſt ' 
| Judges and Lawyers? or to rely on their Judgments ( when 
learned Men generally agree in it:) tho I do not comprehend 
the Reaſons of their Opinions ? | | 
In moral and natural Duties, which every Man may and muſt 
underſtand for himſelf, the Caſe is different ; we muſt not there 
rely wholly upon Authorny,. eſpecially not againſt the Reaſon 
and Sentiments 'of our own Minds, tho Authority 1s in that Caſe 
of great uſe to over-rule meer Doubts and Scruples ; but when 


the Caſe of Conſcience is a meer Point of Law, and we any 
: | CIQAgG: 


The Caſe of the Allegiance - 
clude that to be our Duty which the Law determines; I am 'of - 
Opinion, That Judges and learned Lawyers, eſpecially when 
. they:have determined the matter without any Byaſs on them, 
or any proſpect of our preſent Afﬀairs, are the beſt Caſuiſts, be- 
cauſe they underſtand the Law beſt. 

That we muſt obey and ſubmit to our Prince, is a Duty which 
the Laws of God and Nature enjoyn; and we muſt not ſuffer 
any. Man, be he Lawyer or Divine, to perſuade us, that this 1s 
not our Duty: but what Prince we muſt obey, and to.what par-. 
ticular Prince we muſt pay our Allegiance, the Law of God does 
not tell us, but this we muſt learn from the Laws of the Land. 
Here is a Queition then ariſes, Whether the Subje&s of England 
( when ſuch a Caſe happens) muſt pay their Allegiance to the 
King de jure, who is dilpofſeſied of his Throne, or to the King 
de fatto, who is polleſſed of it without a legal Right ? Now will 
theſe Men, who ground- their Diſſent upon the Laws of the 
Land, abide by the Deciſion of the Law ? It they will not, Why 
do they inſiſt on it, and urge it/ as an unanſ{werable Objedtion ? 
If they will, Who muſt judge of the Senſe of the Law, and from 
whom .muſt they learn it? for every one is not a competent 
Judge cf this matter, tho he thinks he very well underſtands the 

®*Grammatical Senſe and Conſtruction of Words. And is it not 
moſt reaſonable to think that to be the Senſe of the Law, which 
earned Judges and Lawyers have agreed 1s the Senſe of it? Is it © 
not reaſonable to take that to be the Senſe of the Law, which has 
been the Senſe of Weſtmin{ter- Hall, and is like to be fo again, if 
we think fit to try it ? | | 

I do not think it ſo dangerous to miſtake in a human Law, as 
n natural or divine Laws; our Obligation to obey human Laws, 
15s that Obedience which 1s due to Government, and then what- 
ever we apprehend the S2nie of che Law to be, we mult not pre- 
tend to obey human Laws in our Senſe, 1n oppoſition to Govern: 
ment: if we miſtake with Authoricy, and obey the Law in that 
Senſe which has been allowed 1n all Reigns, even of the moſt 
rightful Kings, we are fate in Conſcience : And he who will ad- 
vance another Senſe of the Law, upon confidence of his own 
private Judgment, and venture his Eſtate and Fortune, his Liber- 
ty and Life on it, I think does neither wiſely for himſelf, nor 
pays that deference he pretends to Government. | 
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But here is an Oath concerned, and* danger of Perjury, if 
having ſworn Allegiance to K. Fames while he 1s living, we ſwear 
away our Allegiance from him to_K. William and Q. Mary : but 
I ſuppoſe legal Oaths muſt be expounded by the Laws; and if by 
the Law Me, the Land Allegiance to K. Fames ceaſes, as being 
out of Poſſ:flion, our Oath can oblige us no longer ; and if by 
che Law of the Land we owe Allegiance to K./illiam and Q. Mary 
as 1n Poſſeflion of the Throne, then we may, and ought, to 
{wear Allegiance to-them : and this being a-point of Law, muſt 
be decided by the proper Judges of it; for, if we keep an Oath 
when the Law does not allow it, and refuſe an Oath when the 
Law requires it, we tranſgreſs the Law. And this is not the 
only legal Oath, wherein Men govern themſelves by Judgments 
of Law, I am ſure as much, and [ think more plainly againſt the 
expreſs Words of the Law, than can be pretended in the Oath 
of Allegiance; [ mean the Oath of Simony, in which Men (wear 
;n as general Words as can be thought of, againſt all Bargains or 
Contracts, either dire&ly or indirectly, for the obtaining ſuch a 
Living, or Spiritual Preferment; and yet make no Scruple of any 
ſuch Contrads, as are not adjudged Simony in Weſtminſter-Hall, 
tho they ſeem included in thoſe general Words. And if we will 
not allow it to be a ſafe Rule of Conſcience to obey Laws, and 
to take legal Oaths, in that Senſe which Courts of Juſtice, or 
learned Judges and Lawyers give of them, tho we mult abide by 
their Judgments when it comes to be tryed whether we have bro- 
ken or kept theſe Laws; Subjects are 1n an ill Condition both 
with reſpect to their Conſciences, their Lives, and. Eſtates. 

This might very well ſerve in Anſwer to the Argument from 
Law; for it is acknowledged, That there: 15 great Authority for 
our Allegiance to a King ze fatto, when the King de jure 1s di{- 
poſſeſſed : but I have a mind to conſider this matter a little farther. 

There is a Book lately Printed, Entituled, The Caſe of Allegi- 
| ance to @ King in Poſſeſſion : The learned Auhor [ias taken a great 
deal of pains in conſidering or Statutes and Hiſtories ; and his 
. Defign is to prove, that my L. Ch. Fuf. Coke was miitaken in 
his Opinion, That the Statute of Treaſon 25 Ed. 3. C. 2. xs to be 
underſtood of a King in Poſſeſſion of the Crown and Kingdom ; for if 

there be a King regnant in Poſſeſſion, tho he be Rex de fa&ko, & non 
' dejure, yet be x Seigmior le Roy within the Purveiw of this Sta- 
tute; and- the other that hath Right, and is out of Poſjeſſion, 1s - 

| within 
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_ within the AF. It is coo long a Book to be particularly anſwer- 

ed here; but as I apprehend, his Faulc is, thar he does nor rea- 
ſon right upon matters of Fad; and ſome of his fandamental 
Miſtakes may be anſwered in a ſmall compaſs: and I chooſe the 
rather ro do it, becauſe they are the very ſame Miſtakes that 
impoſed upon me for ſome time. 

Our Author thinks, 1 would ſeem a wery odd Queſtion for any 
to ask, touching the Laws that are made in any ſettled - Monarchy 
for the Defence of the King's Perſon, Crown, and Dignity, who 
' meant by the King in thoſe Laws ? the lawful and rightfal King of that 


Realm, or any one that gets into the Poſſeſſion of the Throne, tho he be © 
not a rightful King, but a Uſurper ? 


Now chis ſeems to me no odd Queſtion at all; for when the 
Law only mentions the King, and the Law-makers certainly knew 
chat Kings without a legal Right do often aſcend the Throne; if 
they had intended co except all ſuch Ulſurpers, they ſhould have 
ſaid ſo: for a King de fa&o, as the Ch. Juſt. aſſerts, is Seignior !e 
Roy, or King ; and there 1s nd other King but he : for King fig- 
nifies that Perſon who has the Supreme Government in the Na- 
tion; A King de fa#o is he who actually has the Government ; 
that 15, who is actually King; a King de jure, as oppoſed to a 
King defa#o, is he who of Right ſhould have the Government, 
but has 1t not; that is, who of Right ſhould be King, but is not : 
and the Statute of Treaſon tells us what is Treaſon againſt him 
who is King, not againſt him who ſhould be, but is not King. 
But he proves, this Statute can intend only a King de jure, be- 
cauſe it makes it Treaſon to kill the King's eldeſt: Son, to vio- 
late the Queen, or the Prince's Wife, or the King's eldeſt Daugh- 
ter, all which, 1s to ſecure the Succeſſion to the Crown, and 
therefore cannot concern an Uſurper, who has no, Right him- 
ſelf, and therefore his Heirs have no Right to Succeflion ; and 
we cannot ſuppoſe that the Law ſhould take care to ſecure the 
Succeſſion to the Poſterity of an Ulſurper. | 

Bur this is no Argument to me; for the Law looks upon the - 
Crown as Hereditary, and the Change of the Perſon or Royal 
Family, does not make the Crown ceaſe to.be Hereditary ; 'and 
te whoever has Poſleflion of the Crown, has an heredita- 
ry Crown, and leaves it to his Heirs, as long as they can keep tt ; 
as is plain from the Example of the three Hezries, who {ucceed- 
ed each other. And this is Reaſon enough, why the Law ſhould 
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pubods differencecupon this Account between a: Ring de fafo 
ave. tris - ff  » Ms 4:6 ; . 
<5" Bui, my Lord Ch. Fuft. Cake does not found ba Glyft upon the fun- 
damental Conſtitution of the Realm, tho methinks he ſhould have 
Utnderſtood-it as well as our Author, But what is this fundamen- 
tal Conſtitution? Why, The Regal Authority, and the Allegiance of 
the Subjefts, is appropriated to the. lawful and rightful. King. Put 
where does he find this fundamental Conſtitution ?. The fuffda- 
mental Conſtitution, I take to be an hereditary Monarchy ; not 
that the Monarchy ſhould continue always in: ſuch a Family ; 
for that may fail, or may be'changed by Congqueſts or Uſurpati- 
ons, as has often been, and the Conſtitution continue. The 
moſt that can be ſaid is, that when any particular Famuly, by the 
Providence'of God, and the Conſent and Submiſſion of the Peo- 
ple; is placed in the Throne, of Right the- Crown ought:to de- 
{cend to the Heir of that Family : but ſuppoſe it does not, muſt 
we pay Allegiance tono other Perſon,tho poſſeſſed of the Throne? 
Let him ſhew me that fundamental Conſtitution, for a meer He- 
reditary Monarchy does not-prove it; and according tothe Judg- 
ment of the beſt Lawyers, the Laws of the Land requirg.the con- 
trary, that-we muſt -pay' our Allegiance to:him who:1s actually 
King, not to him who ou to have been King, but is not. 
And to think to confute-t 
Conſtitution 'of an cot reef Marrs 15 to take that for 
gratited which ought to have oved;-! | 
- The Queſtion: is nor, Whethes ct] Monarchy. be Hereditary, 
. that 1s agreed; / but whetherin an/Herediwary Monarchy we anuſt 
. pay Allegiance to no Prince who is not the legal Heir, tho-poſ- 
ſef{ed'of the Throne ; This the Lawyers deny; ahd:produce Law 
* -for it, and if there be {tch-Eaws, it is certain by Law we may pay 
"Allegiance to/a King in-Pofſefion;:notwrhſtandingithe fanda- 
- mental Conſtitution of art Hereditary. Monarchy ; forthe Law, 
which makes one, allows and'commarids'theatherp;and than'it 
-'is an Hereditary One this reſerve of:paying Allegi- 
ance to the King in-Poſſeſtor;, : when the legal Heir [cannot ob- 
Tthn- Is! right,” © 104 £8 (e018 
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Phe" Cafe of the Mligiance 
ſhould fink with him; and therefore makes: proviſiohi for the fecu- 
rity of the Government and of Subjes under the. Regnanc 
Prince, 'which the 'Reaſfons' and Necellities of » Government re- 
quire and juſtifie, though there had been» no Law for it. | 

' 3. Heſays, my Lord Coke's Gloſs is tontrary to the conſtant Pra- 
Free and Cuſtom of the Realm. For if Treaſon by the Cuſtomrand Pra- 
i of the*Realm lay'only againſt a King in Poſſeſſius of the Crown 
and Kingdom, then * 

1. Thoſe only would be attaimed by our Kings and Parliaments, who 
&Fed apainft a King im Poſſeſſion. 

2. And then certainly a King in Poſſeſſron bimſelf, cannot be guilty 
of regen for what he does while in Poſſeſſion again(t a King out of Poſ- 
feſflon. And'yet 'when a King de jure has regained his Throne, 
the King de fa#o and his Adherents' have been attainted by Par- 
hament for Uſurping the. Throne, *and oppoling the right of 
the King de jure. X Ep : 

In anſwer co this, I obſerve, 1. That this does not prove that 
any one Act which is Treaſon againſt a King de jure, is not Trea- 
ſon when'commirted againſt a King defaito ; now that'is enough. 
to'prove, that Allegiance 1s by 'Law due to a King de fads, if 
Treaſon 'may be' committed: againſt him : for no Treaſon can 
be committed, where no Allegiance is due. ig Wear 

This is confeſſed, that all ſuch Ads, as are Treaſon againſt 
 aKing &e jure, are Treaſon when *com mitted againſt a King 
de fatto, but not, ſay they, becauſe Allegiance is due to him, buc 
becauſe they are againſt the Order of Government, and there- 
fore TEE by the preſumed: conſent of the King &e jure, 

Fan er, - | | | | {+ 

That fuch As are againſt the Order of Government, and 
very deſtructive to. ic, is the only Reafon why they are made - 
Treaſow by :Law'; and this is as good a Reaſon why. the Law 
ſhould make them Treaſon againſt a King de faFo, as againſt a 
King de jure; for they are: equally. againſt the Order of Go- 
vernment;- and deftrugive to-it, whoever be King ; and that is 
the only Reaſon why they are made Treaſon at all. " 

The preſumed Conſent of the King de jwre is a very pretty no. 
tion ; and ſerves @ great many--good turns; it makes Laws, 
and it makes Treaſon, and gives Authority co the, inauthoricative 
Att of a King de fa&o: thar is to ſay-(or they ſay nothing) that | 
che preſumed Conſent of a King «e jure, inveits the King de fafs 
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wih his Authority;z for-if he have no Authority of his own, un- 
leſs the preſumed Conſent of the King ge jure give him Anthari- 
ty, ir cannot.make any. treaſpnable: A& done" againſt him to be 
Treaſon'; for it cannot alter the nature of things, nor maks me 
guilty of Treafon againſt any 'Perſon, to- whom I owe no Duty 
and Allegiance. And if the preſumed Conſent of the Fg Ring, de 
jure inveſts the Kin og feſeFe with his Arghangy, «mult transfer 
the Allegiance of .S ject2too z and then Subjects. are. as ſafe -1n 
Conſcience, as if the King de, jure were.on the Throne ; for it 
ſeems there 15 his Authority and Conſent, « not his Perſon. 
But this is all oy crifling; the King de fatto has Authority, or 
none of his' As o pins ant Feb. can haveany ; for'that which is- 


done by a Perſon, w uthority can have NARS :-Whence: 
then has he this Authority, ſince. he has no. legal Right ; Wt .the 
Throne? 2 \Not- from the preſumed Conſenc, of 5the K 

which is great non-ſenſe, to ſuppoſe, but from | King's je hr 
the Throne, to, which the Law u (e ſelE, as well as the.Principles of 


Reaſonand Religion, have annexed the Authority of of Gargramens, 
. 2. As for the Attainders of Kings de fe44 and their A 
or <a wg thas JOFOE prone at Y 8mm hog | o. 
of Trealon agaiit a Rang: in Folie | (ae, the 60 
Treaſon fa nor relateto.« Kingin Pollciont AID 
Treaſon does not.relate to the diſputes of Princes,but to the.Order 
of Government ; and therekc ore may relate 9A King in Poſleflion, 
though che King himſelf, 1 f hehe an Uh DMs when: ever the 
rightful King regains the Po of. his.'Th { Were. A 
Subject :before,: may be attainted .of Treaſon. fork A U yrpation, 
Andthele wa are.as conſiſtent, as itis.totake dr Go- 
_ vernment, when: ſuch Revalynons Happen, and.yEt to diſcourage 
all illegal Uſurpations. 


Ang yet. the-truth 1 ere. is Lo Argument. 268, from 
this;, for phoperer Luke is. Comp n fas the Grawny there is 
no doubt but he. that on the ing ds fatto or:dejure,. will 
attaint:his Rwal; and all, his, wh. :..\Chos'1t was'between 
Edward: IV. and: Henry VI. — Richard UL and, Hew, VIL 
who attainted one anather ;/ and chis is,no proof,” what the Law 
of the Land, 15, bug. it proves that Parkamencs, haye Alvays, fa- 
vored the. King in n Follelp 
3. He argues, that if 7rea mh Jay only againh rhe Kingcin Pulls 
7, whether ds Jure ior m0; '7 wy muſt look upon ner 
11 1*.14\. » 1.» Oblige 
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obl; F in pain” of High-Treaſow wot 0" x if | any clans of the” , 
» Gorrp "” tht Duk® of Tok Z in bis Neth to 
the 9+ uf * the Parliament 39 HG: adit" was receied atidiallow! 


db ] 
1 de Bo would fn katw what kind of Treaſon this i is for 2 Par- 


liament;-co'whom, or to none upon Earth, appeals in ſach Caſes 

can beniade; te receives Claith ts:the Crown? a' little improve= 

merkt' of the- Lats mak it Frigh- Freaſon;' for any of 

the 'Courts's miſter. Hall: to receive a Cpttiplain?, and try 

and judge a aa againſt the' &1 

if he had 6 faid,' thatche Law hid allowed SubjeaAs-to fight for 

haven bt jure againſt the King If dy yn this had proved 
that Top #'s King in Poſ-' 

Wav there is hs rar ehits | Figs oo rp 's Koo 

z an ext my Lora Coke, 15 the 

rchoiſt_makitig any; reſerre'for the deferice 

oe at ofthe King He jure, when out'of Poſſeffion: 
For-it ate Oh of the Nation Has not yet thought fit to 
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: His next Argument 45, hs Fad Lis indy ainſt a Ki 
n; then vhe Daw in obir Pi wontd look art = 
p ui Baving the dignity and honor of a King, whereas he 
t the Law, where it conſiders them as Ufurpers, does 
"Bae the name of Ris for iti the Statuce 1 Ed: IV. 
Earl of , and the Hepries are call'd 
pr tfenfed Ring indlerd, and: y ' of right : But h& has an- 
regent rey Ong our Lies alfebent emrthename of Kings; 
wth 4 #6: ther bving the Execution of the Kingly Office ; that 
5 5/'do'tiot allow thoſe to be legal Kings who have n6- 
ak ; but yer alloiw them to be Kings as exerciling the Re- 
Power, and what would he. haye more unleſs our Laws ſhould. 
not-ſonlſe 2 \Ard* yer he ſhould} remember that -£9. IV. 
r thished'as Hard words rom H.VI. Parliamentas the Henries. 
i— Edward the Fourth's, > 
2. 16 
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due to Sqvereign Powers, &c. 


. 2. He obſerves, that rhe Law does not look upon the AG, of Go* 
vernment done by @ King in Poſſeſſim, if an Uſarper, as valid and aur 
thoritative in themſelves, becauſe thev have been confirmed by 


Subſequent Kings;z and yet he himſelf confeiſ2s, that thay had Þ. 


not been invalid wigdhout ſuch a Confirmation, b it or wen ac 
countof any Authority in theſe Kings but upon account of the neceſſity of 
Government, and the preſumed Conſent of the Kings de jure excluded 
from their right. But if theſe Kings have no Authority, I know 
not how their As ſhould be authoritative.; he ought to have 
faid,thatthe neceflity of Government gwes Authoriey to ſuchKings 
and their Acts without a legal Title, and that had been Senſe; 

buc chis and the preſumed Conſent has-been confidered already. - 
But he has made an. untoward Obje&ion againſt this himfelf, 
that rhe A#: of Parliament made by Hen IV ,V,V Lxere'not confirmed 
by the. Parliament, 1 Ed. IV. and yet are good Laws ſtill; and his 
anſwer to ic 1s very-lame, that ſome of their Ads of Parliament 
are confirmed there, viz. An 4 for Reaniling any Abbies or Religi- 
ous Howſes, &#c. but. this ſeems to be abundaens cautela;; for the 
ſame Reaſon, that the Univerſities and other Religions Founda- 
tions renew their Charters int ſeveral Princes Reigns, though Ton- 
firmed by Act of Parliament ;- which does not ſuppoſe; -thart they 
n—_ their former Charters 1avalid,. but for: their greater faca- 
ity defire the Conficmation of the preſent Powers : the when all. 


rn | 
alin Aas made by Parliaments called by Kings de fa#o are: 
receiv'd and own'd for good Laws without any new Confirmation, . 


tha is proof 'enough, that they thoughtithe Anthority ſufficient, 
whereby:they' were made, though the King had not «logalRight, 
- - But:yevlet me add, .that had it been the conſtant anduniverfat 


- 


PraRice for the wry de jure,when they return'd to their Crowns, . 


to confirm all the-judicial As, Grants, Statutes, &g. of theKings 
de fafto,. this had been evidence enough, that the Neceſlitics of 


Government: require, that all the Acts of Kings ue fads ſhould - 
be valid ; for that is the only Reaſon why chey are gonfirmed by p. 15. 


a legal Authority ; becauſe it is neceflary they ſhould be valid, and 


' yet convenient for the diſconragemene of fuch'Ulurpations, that 


they ſhould not be thoughr valid, without a legal Confirmation, - 


but what the. neceſlity of Government makes valid, .:s valid. 1n it 
ſelf without 'any new- Confirmation ; though the Reafons* of 
State may make fuch a Confirmation uſeful. 2, IG 


The.next thing he undertakes to-an{wer is Baggot's Caſe,: con- 


cerning the validity of his. Patent of Naturalization granted by 
Hen. VI. 


6i 


T Pag. 26» 


Pag. 27. 
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Hen. VI. who was only King de fas; though it were not con- 
firmed by the Statute 1 Ed.IV. This he branches outinto.ſeveral 
Particulars, and ſays a great deal about it, but.nothing new-: He 
always takes Sandtuary in his old Salvoes of the necellity of the 
Government and the preſumed Conſent af the King de jure, 
which have been ſufficiently conſidered already. . | 
All that I ſhall conclude from this caſe (which I muſt take 
as he has repreſ:nted it) is this; that the neceflicy of Govern- 
ment (for both the Judges and Council underſtood things. better 
than to- urge the preſumed conſent of the King de jure,) gives Au- 


thority to all thole ARs of a King de fa&o, which are for the 


Adminiſtration of Juſtice, and .belong to Sovereign Powers ; 
and then by the ſame reaſon, they muſt juſtifie Subjeats in pay- 
ing Allegiance to ſuch Kings ; for this is neceſſary to Govern- 
ment. Our Author will allow this in. all caſes, which are:not 
againſt the Intereſt of the diſpoſſeſſed Prince ; but this. is to al- 
low nothing, for the very. Poſſeflion of the Throne, and every 
A& of Authority the King de fa&s does, is againſt the Intereſt 
of che King de jure : But he ſeems all along to-miſtake Gifts and 
Grants, to the Diminution of the Crown (which they would - not 
allow to ſtand good, when. the King de jure returned). for all 
Adas againſt the Pecſonal Right and Intereſt of the King de 


7 


+ Jure : But. the. Diminution of the Crown, and the Right of the Per- 


fders it again, ., _ - | : 9 016 419394; 
* As:for FE tute 11, H. Tz which indemnifies Subge&s: in 
Fighting for the King in poſleflion; he. diſputes very: largely 
about ic, but I. can. at preſent make only ſome ſhort Remarks on 
what he ſays. | 

' . 1. He obſerves, that it is only ſaid in:the Preamble, nor  ena- 


ſon, are very different things, 'as he will eafily ſee,: when he con- _ 


| Fed in the Body of the Statute, that the Sukje&s ſhall be obliged to 


pay Allegiance to. the King for the time. being ; but whether a Pre+ 
- amble. be Law or no, 1t is an Authoricanuve Declaration of the - 

Law, and that is a ſufficient rule for: Subje&s ; and if 25. Ed. 3. 

concerns Kings in Poſkeflion, it is enacted there. «+ -- 

2, Hewill not allow this Preamble to be a dire& and poſitive De- 
claration of the Law ; becauſe the King only ſays, that be calls ts. 
remembrance bis Subjects, duty of: Allegiance, &c. But if the King 
and Parliament declare, that they remember, chis'is the duty of 

Allegiance, dogs not that declare their Opinion, that it is a duty 
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{ſomewhat more, for what they remember, they declare was fo 
before; and not made fo now;-merely by their Declaration; and 
what the Parliament ſuppoſes and takes for granted, it more ef- 
fefually declares. 


z3dly. He ſays, what is laid down in the Preamble, is expreſl) Pag. 28. 


falſe that it is not reaſonable, but againſt all Laws, Reaſon, 
and good Conſcience, that the Subjetts going with their Sovereign 
Lord to: Wars, any thing ſhould hoſe or forfeit for doing thus their true 
Duty and Service of Allegiance ; Now if this .bs falſe, I know not 
what can be true; is the contrary to it true ? that it is agreeable 
to Law, Reaſon, and good Conſcience, that Subje&s ſhould loſe or 
forfeit any thing for Fighting for their King ? But ths is meant 


of Fighting for an Uſurper againſt their lawful King. And yet 


here 15 not one word of Uſurper, or Lawful King, but our Sove- 
reign Lord, whom the Law requires us to own for our Sovereign ; 
and it 15 againſt Law, Reaſon, and good Conſcience, that Sub- 
jets ſhould ſuffer for Fighting for any Prince, whatever his Title 
be, whom the Law owns for Sovereign. at that time-: That Kings 
and Parliaments as he urges, have attainted Subje&ts upon ſuch 
accounts, does not prove, that it was not againſt Law and Rea- 
ſons and -good Conſcience to do ſo; and. it ſeems H. 95. who 
had done this himſelf, was now convinced of. it, and took care 
to provide it ſhould be ſo no more : I am ſure my Lord Bacon 


ſays this Law was rather juft than legal; and therefore owned the. 


Reaſon and good Conſcience of it, chough he demurred. about 
the legality. | 


But our Author will be ſo liberal, as: to grant, that: all this Pap. 29. 


were. the Body of the Statute and a dire Law; then. it is plain, 
that Subjeas might by I.aw Fight: for the King in Pofſeflion, 
and their Allegiance would oblige them to it. No, he ſays, i 
will remain to be conſidered, whether the Statute can be looked upon 
a5 wvalid and obligatory ; and he thinks it is not. 6 

I. Becauſe it was made by an Uſurper, and by an Ulurpers Par- 
lament. "This s a bold ſtroke to call: Her. VII. an Ulurper, 
who had ſo many Titles, and no Title ſet up _= him; and 
to queſtion the Authority of a Parliament, called by the Writ 
of a King. in Poſleflion; and to. deny the: validity of Acts of 
Parlizment made by Ulſurpers, when our Statute Books: are'full. 
© of them, and they are owned good and yalid Laws. 
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as effeually as can' be done in any other form of words ; nay. 
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© $o that T' will nor! difpdte with: him; whether: eh wa lawful 
4 P82 3% X;mp:'gave theirconſent-to this T:aw'or not, it is ſufficient; they 
have'nort' repealed it ;' bur what he 'urges, rhat it has -been” in ef- 
fe@ declared mull and: void, 1 doubt will not paſs among our Law- 
yers to be equivalent to a repeal ; for never yet heard, that an 
'. Ac of Parſtament' couldbe repealed by confequience ;/ but let us 
' hear, how jub/equent Kings and Parliaments have in effe& declar- 
edit null and void; and he has thought of rwo ways for this. 

(- By their proceeding expreſly contraty to 'the ſore of this 
Law ; vis. in the Attainder of the Duke of Northumberland in 
Queen Mary's time, who was ſent with an Army againſt. Mary - 
by order of Countil and « Warrant under the Great Seal in behalf of \ 
 Lueen Jane. © / STO! 
wt - wh laying a contrary obligation on the Conſciences of Subjet+ ; 
which he proves by the As concernitg the Succefiion made by 
Hen. VIH. and the Oath of Allegiance. Now I am apt to think 
he'is miſtaken in this matter, becauſe after all this: was done, my 

*Loftd Coke, and other great Judges and Lawyers, have taken this 
"for 4 very good Law, and therefore did not think, that it was 
Atv effect declared null and void. As for the condemnation of 
the- Duke of Northamberland,' it was either reconcileable with this 
'Law; or it was not; if it were, I ſuppoſe it did not #2 effe&# de- 
clare it null and woid; if 1t were not, it was a Sentence agaifift 
Law ;- and I never heard, that an Hlegal Sentence did either Re- 
-peal-a Law, or-declare it void. 'As for the Ads of Succeflion 
"made by Hen. VIE. and the Oathof Allegiance, tho fome Men, 
if they pleaſe, may expound them fo as to contradiet the Statnte 
of 1't"Hen:V I. yet they being ſubſequent Laws, made without re- 
. pealirzg 'that-former Statute, it ſeems'moſt reaſonable to me, that 
. their-Senſs and' Interpretation ſhould be limited by that former 
*nniopeated.*Stature ; tor if thoſe Kings-/and Parhaments had'in- 
rendetro ly ary obligation fpon Subjefts, contrary to any thing 
enacted by that Law; they would hayerrepcaled it ; for a former 
and inrepealed Law mult hmit the Interpretation of ſublequent 
Laws, unleſs we-will allow the Laws to contradict each other. 
{ "This 5% all mow Author; thatſtridtly concerns Law; for in 
 whar follows he proceeds ro: diſppt& againſt the Law, from Prin- 
ciples of Reaſon and Rehpgion, aid re{prove,' thor 5t is 30 be'look- 
ed upon" in 4-{clf null and void th vefpett of the matter of it, tha it 
were granted, that this Statute was made by a Legal Authority, and 
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or they: on't + Fes Gler- w] $ I hava RT 3G 
Ft ou | utho C. careh ily con - what: ; FT” Ir dy <0 Of. - 
ſed;; I hope he-will'.frnd ,a' facifactory anfreer:roall his follaw- 
ig eations y ;iorar leaſt ſuch Principles, as will:enable © Man: 

of: a 'gromx deal leſs vkill chan! he! hastocanfired them alt; ©; 1c 

| Bue-chotam/in great: haft/20d donchide;iE:ſhall top: @ Httle ts, 
examine the two'Reaſons he .gives/to:.. prove: that: C.LI» 


Hen, VII. -which-indemnifies Subjects for Fighting'for: a King wr 
Poſſeflion to be:a void Law with reſpe& to the Matter, though 
the Authority that made ic be allowed good, wiz. For it either di- 


weſts the Lawful King of his Right. to the Crown, and gives it to Pag. 37- 


the Ufurper, or it- ſtill reſerves his Right to bim, but yet notwith- 


ſtanding, orders the SubjefFs to obey and ſtand by the King in Poſſeſ- 
' fon : Now avery ſhort anſwer will ſerye for this. BE 


1- The Law does not deny his Legal Right to the Crown, _ 
but yet may reaſonably deny him to be King, when he is out of 
Poſſeflion. -For a King is he, who actually adminiſters the Go- 
vernment with a Regal Authority ; not he, who has right to do 
it, but is kept from his Right, ſuch-a Prince may retain the Ti- 
tle of King, but he has nothing elle. EE TT 

2. When ſuch a Caſe happens, it is not ſo unjuſt or unreaſon- 
able, as to make it a-veid-Law;. io aiden Subjets to obey and ſtartd 
by the King in Poſſeſſion : For the King has no Right but by Law, 
and then the Law may determine how far his Raghe ſhall ex- 
tend; and if the King himſelf by the advice, conſent, and au- 
thority of the Eſtates of the Realm (conſidering how often ſuch 
caſes happen, that a Prince who has no legal Right gets Poſle(- 
fion of the Throne, and what deſolations > diſputes of Princes 


occaſion, and how impoſlible it is for Subjeas to avoid Fighting © 


for the King in Polkfſion ſhould think fit, for the ſecurity o 

the Government and Publick Peace, to bind the Allegiance of. 
Subjects to the Poſſeflion of the Throne, whac iniquity is there 
in this Law ? why may not a legal Right be bounded and limi- © 
ted by Laws ? Why may not the Supreme Authority of the Na- 


'tion make the beſt Provifion they can to preſerve the Govern- 


ment; to ſecure the Lives and Fortunes, and to eaſe the Con- 
ORETD ; EK ſciences 
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fallacies; nor»tg provoke any. 

—_ whatT: have ie Gaia, iy 4 normals 
1 bope/it may-ſatisfie chens, that I 
ſelf, and that ic' is poſlible, I may 
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Dr. Sherlock, and 


« 


N Anfwer-to a Diſcourſe | 
A Popery : Being a Vindication aire et 

.® ſtants,and containing a Particular Examination of Monſieur de Meaux 
late Biſhop of Condon, his Expoſition of the Dodrine of the Church:of Rome 
in the Articles of Invocation of Saints, Worſhip of Images, occafionedby 
that Diſcourſe, 4* 2d Edition. | | CR 


An Anſwer tothe Amicable Accommodation of the Differences between the © 


Repreſenter and the Anſwerer, 4. 


| ASermon Preached at the Funeral of the Reverend Benjamin Calamy D. D. 
and late Miniſter of St Lawrence Jury London, Fan. 7. 1685, 4*. 


A Vindication of ſome Proteſtant Principles of Church Unity and Catho- 
lick Communion, From the Charge of Agreement with the Church of Rome : . 
In Anſwer to a late Pamphlet Entituled, 4n Agreement between the Church 
of England and the Church of Rome evinced from the Concertation of ſome of 
Her Sons, with their Brethren the Diſſenters, 4% 24d Edition. 


A Preſervative againſt Pepery: Being ſome plain Direions to unlearned 
. Proteſtants how to Diſeute ich Romiſh Prieſts Firſt Part, 4* 5th Edition. 

A Second Part of the Preſervative againſt Popery, ſhewing how contrary. 
Popery is to the true Ends of the Chriſtian Religion, fitted for the Inſtruti- 
ons of unlearned Proteſtants, 44 Second Edition. | 


4 Vindication of both Parts of the Preſervative againſt Popery, in Anſwer to 
the Cavils of Lewis Sabran, ]cluit, 4*. = 
A Diſcourſe _— Nature, Unity and Communion of the Catholick 


Church, wherein moſt of the Controverſies relating to the Church, are briefly 
and plainly Stated, Firſt Part, 49. 


A Sermon Preached before the Right Honorable the Lord Mayor and 
Aldermen of the City of London at Guz!d- Hall Chappel, on Sunday Novem- 
ber the 4th, 1688, 4*. 


A Praftical Diſcourſe comcerning Death, Fourth Edition, 82, 


A Vindication of the Do&rme of the Holy and ever Bleſſed Trinity and the 
-Incarnation of the Son of God, occaſioned by the brief Notes on the Creed of 
St. Athanaſius and the brief Hiſtory of the Unitarians or Secinians, and con- 
taining an Anſwer to both, 42. 


